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Separate paging 1$ given to this Part In order that It may be filed as a separate compilation 

VTFT H— Wf 3— ^T-tjjTTf (iii) 

PART n — Section 3 — Sub-section (iii) 


(tfq Trivia simufi *> w)?<rr) snftwifaff jm wd fan mr an^u wfaimftp) 
Orders and Notifications issued by Central Authorities (other than 


Administrations of 
wrm fwfarr; «rahT 
wren 

ftftr, 12 sjp, Iasi 

W(° Wo 1 13^1 — mT:, fftlftp WpftT ^TRTHTW St FIT S' 
ft wf, 1980 ^ ijp fa^F fwr ppr 5fr ftp muFF 
«It ftp 2 3 o-Fqrt^i^r fftftp-sft it ^ttt fft pft TOfftrF 
wV "mr sfta crept irkhM, w^ry, fto v-qftnt, wftprarc 
(fagir) *jft srftfafijxw wftrfwt, 1051 tpt ‘draft raip pp 
ftwi 3 ft urtfror xrft ftptra =wf wt %w atfsF 

>trft if- trmror % ; 

pft JpT:, TO TOfftTO if, FF<P ftp pft <F wt, 

FT utort % ftp »ftf m wrr Fr^ftFir PsV ftm t 

wft ftpfttp pftft *F TOTralP gt FTT | ft Fft OFT Ft WF- 

Hi^ini T ftp Tl( Ftftt ^iff m 'ftt ft ; 

w, tot to wftrftFT i?r srnr i o-f % w^ff it ftpftrp 
ppfft proaFt ft ^ft tot tftp ftf ft tftp % ft 41 Ft 
FFT % tit ft 41 FFf TOt fttJTF mri SPftT ftTtJFT Tfty 7t FFF 

Fft lift gft % ftp ra wfttt g51 prftj it dft *ft 
TUN ft % ftp fftfg'T Ftfftr FTO1 t I 

[T« fitWF~ftoWo/230/fio( 79] 


Union Territories) 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 12th June. 1981 

O.N. 1131.- — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram PravesJj Thakur, Rafiganj Abdulptir, P.O, 
Rafiganj District, Aurangbad, Bihar a tontestiti candidate 
for general election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 
1.981 from 239-Rafiganj constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he. has no good reason 
or justification for the failure : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ram Pravesh Thakur to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council o£ a State for 
a period of thicc years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/239/80(79)] 

3TTO Wo 1132 — trat, fftrfror TTFfftr TOT TPWR jft PTr 
ft ni, 1 98 0 ii gp farrF ftw TTPT % ftp PTtfFnr fjftTTOT 
iff ftp 24fMSfftF fttftpT-WW Tt PTOT FFT Tft TftftTF 

xft URJFT ?prf, TOT pPjr iJtT, fto Wrf, wftTOIF, ftlJF Pft 

srftftTtror wftfttfH, 1951 w mftft’ppTp pp ftqhTfnr iftftPT 
■^[ft & ptft ftpftp ppff TT ftap II ft of fftr if ffm | ; 


673 QI/81— 1 


(589) 
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far, TOT TOT TrfaTTK T, TOTOF TJTOTr W TFf TO fa 

sprfa r<r wo Fit Tr ftr f-ri; vrt tott tmr TrofaroT -Eft trorr 

ft, far Irfa-FT irraTT to to; fa ftp-th /l toto ft fa ufa 

9FT "iT PFTTOTTT ftr farr TOl Trf^T TR TO ■Tlfaf’ET TOP ft ; 

tot: tot, tot TOffarror fa toft io-t <P tojttot if frfaTT 
TOlfaT rfReTPT TOT “41 TOftTO Tfa fa far* % fafa fa TTO % 
TO fafa toto fa faeror toto srqro faTOT fafa^ ftr ttw ^r 
TOE fax ftrE % faiT^r totEt fa tp>? E far fa fa +mkI'j 
T far farfftr Tlffa IR ft I 

[T" fagF-faoTlo/2.4u/80/8l)] 

O.N. 1132. — Wheieas the Election Commission- is satisfied 
that Shri Shatrughan Sharma, Village Maseptir Khaira, p.O. 
Arai, District Aurangabad, Bihar a contesting cjyidjdate for 
general election to the Legislative Assembly heUl in May, 
1981 from 240-Obra constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses in the manner its required 
by the Representation of the People Act, "l 951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any teasoo or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares tile said Shri 
Shatnighan Sharma to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the I egislatlve Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

INo. BR-LA/240/80(81)I 

wi» wr« H33 — toe, frfaroT TOPfEr tt TOrrmr {ft w ft fa 
fa, i98o *f $e ffaF ffarr toto % farr tototxto ffafaT % 
faff 244-*rar$hT r ffafaT-far E *rfE fat TOfawF 
fa wr faror fiw, toft TiTt-Ex, sto fafa, ffaT tto, ffaTX 
"fir HlEPtfaTO wfH'ffaH, 1 9 5 1 TTO Tftfar TTTE TOT faqql 
hft faffar totE Prof tot wfa tot faf fa Eot e i ffa r tfE E 

TOWT fa ft ; 

far TOW, T<fa«tXl' E, TOTOTO tjTHr ffa ;far TOT fa, 
tot tow-mi % ffar faf tofto m TrofaroT ro r faf ftror St 
far [EfaTH WTtfhr TOT TO4IUH ftt totot ft ftr yfa TOFT TOT HETOiHri 
$ffar faf TOTOfcT TOFW tot TTOTTOtffaro faf St ; 

tow, xpr, "jvt wftrfwt qft etrt t o-^r % 3r fpgf- 

=471 wpfpl P«FT «ft RP Rti*P ftTW Tt TTR^ V PfNt 

sft irp itr nrPrpt ttr 4?t ftup ppr tot ftrarr iFr % 

TO 7ft xftr (fft ^T fprr Pt^T 44 hFpj *T fft^T *nt 

WTPtftJ % fpf PfTfjfT ptfro trrpr jf | 

[ffo faff F'-fa's’f 0 / 244 / 80/(8 2)] 

O.N. 1133. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Madan Mohan Mishra, Village Kalanaur, P.O. Birra, 
District Gaya, Bihar a contesting candidate for general 
election to the T cgislaivc Assembly held in May v 1981 front 
244-Makhdumpore constituency, has failed to lodge an ac- 
count of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for (he failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he his no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Madan Mohan Mishra to bp disqualified for being 


chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State for a petiod of three >cars from the date of this 
otdci. 

[No. BR-LA2344/8(HH2)] 
p£ fawfl, 15 TO’ 1981 

Wfo 1 1 34 — U U . , fuqNu Ttfafa Th UMIUM jfl 441 ft fa 
wi, 1 980 4 ^TT fajtp- farm TOT ft; fa'r TOJr7»r faarfTO % 
faf 231 -+TOT fa^iTO-Sifa' 4 ^ Trifreor' »ti 

totot«t TOrr, tot Trgror , hto pit, farr ^itoft, far' fThr 

yfafafap pfufagir, 1951 TOT TOTPT TOpt TO faggf STP 
TOfTO tpfa fasrfro TOTT TT Ttf «fl A«T TrfarF 4 TOTO 

fa ft ; 

To: TOT TOfaTOTT 4, TOTT <JTOT ftf TIT4 TT vff, 
TO TTWTTT 4r farr Ttrt TOTOT TOTT TOfagrror Tf^V fror 
ft far ffatro ETTTOT TT TOTETET {ft TOt ft fa TO4T TFT TO 
TFPTfTOT % faf faf TOfar TTTO TT TOpflfTOT T^T ft I 

TFT', TO, TOT TTfiTfaro fa TOT 1 0-<P % ’TTOTT F fafaro 
TOtfa FTO5FT TOT fa TOTOTT ThTT fa TFTT % fafa fa FTO 
4r TT fafa nTO fa faTOT TPOT TO4T fatTFT TfaiT^ % TOFT 

arfa far ftfa ftt fw to trfatrr fa Tifasr 4 far <fa fa 

TOFTTPu ip farr farffa TlfOT TTTT ft I 

[TTa falTT~faTOo/23l/80(fi3)] 

New Delhi, the 15th June, 1981 

O.N. 1134, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
thaL Shri Jagarnath Chumbur, Village Madurna, P.O. Hata, 
District Rohla9, Bihar a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
231-Chainpur constituency has foiled to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satsfled that he has no good reason 
or justflealion for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Jagarnath Chamar to he disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LAV23J./80<83)1) 

HT* Wo 1135. — TO:, fafaro TOTfa TO 'FTTSTO fa TOT ft 
fa 1980 ir 5 E faffTT faror TOF farr HIUH"I fafaro 

% far 23 1-farjT fafaro-rffa 4 ^TFT TO*! faft TOfaTOR 
fa TTFT, TTFT faFffa, fao WFT, ffaTT faTOFT, fx f l v Ffa 

farfafaro fafahro, is.si tot T^tffa tote te fatrfa rnr 
STftfCTT TOft fafaTO wrfa to faf fa faffT TT%T Tfa Jr *iw 
fat ; 

far TO:, TOT TOfaTOK 4, TOTO T[TOT far TOft TO fa, TO 
5FTTOTTT ftr fay fal iv ; i M'Hq i FT^faTFT hfa faat ft fa T 
f^faro xnfar to tothto fa tot ft fa TOfa tot to totoftt 
*P ffar fat toVt toto to Trofafarfi Efa ft ; 

TOT: WT, TOT StfafTTOT fa TOTO 1 0-T ftr TOJTOW if fafaTOT 
TOtfah toilet tot fa aft TO farr $ fafa fa tot 

ftt TO fafa TOTO fa ffafFT TTO TOTTO faTOT Tfaqr ftr TOW 

TOfa fax faft % {far faT TOPfa fa % far >fa fa 

TOTOfaEr ftr ffar fhxfar fafrr tottt ft t 

[Tto ffarrr-fao*To/23l/80(84)'\ 
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O.N. 1135. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Deoeharan Lai, Village Kilani, I 3 . O. ChajnL District 
Rohtas, Bihar a contesting candidate for genera), clrption to 
the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 231-Chnin- 
pur constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses at all as lequired by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuonce of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the s£id Shri 
Deoehaian Lai to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-T.A /23 1 /8CM 84)1 

WTo Sto 113 6 — RRI, ffalfaR TTTHlR HT hdlhin gT HHT ^ fa 
Rf, 1980 ^ §R fagrr fasTTR RHT % faR RTOTTH fibril H 
Prr 23 i-Crr' PrCrHTCrar R rtr ttr rj-aHrf far 

v ?il v t t fRR, urn RHP'-i/ , 1 it o sttttI faRf Cf .srR. f-fTr 7 rRp 
HfafRfj-T xrfafRHH, 1951 ITHT ATATR H'ER HR faTRl STH 
XEffiiTR RtR Pfar-TR SRHl P7t Ctf '4f HRtT RTpIR HPfa R HRHR 
; 

Vlf J rpT:, RHT TrrfatHHrT R, RTilH r[HRT ft r ! X I 'I RT fat, 

rr wrhhrt C faR prtf hpr wtr tr-CIhtw pgr farr & 
Cfa fpplpp xrnfpr ht rrtwtr 41 hht fin rr% rtr hr wrha- 
Piipi % faR Hlf ppfrp + 1 T°r ht -HPftfa'g Riff J ; 

TPV HR, AHT HfaffiRH pit tTRT 10-H C TR^TTH R ffalfapr 
WfPr RH^IR -gpd >sfr sfCftTT fRR git HR* % faRt HT RTR 
H PT fafa TPW pit fipJTR RHT HHHT faUTR HfffaR % RRCT 
^ arrif yt% ip fan HR HUNT Hr Hpfar R HlR HR Cl 
HTHTHfa H faR fprfRd fatfilR HTRT & I 

[ro fdRrr-fdoRo/23i/8o/( as)] 


O.N. 1136. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Bansidhar Singh, Village Hamirpur, P.O. Bharati, 
District Rohtas Bihar a contesting candidate foi general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
23 l-Chainpur constiteuncy, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses at aP as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, nrJ live Rules made there- 
under ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any ..reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied lhat he has no good leason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declaies the said Shri 
Bansidhar Singh to be disqualified fo r being chosen as. and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/23 1/80(8511 

WTofao 1137 — HR. fnfa'R HTHtH HT RHTtTTR gt RHf 
fa Rf, 1980 fa §R ffaRR fatlTR RHT % fan PITtfFH fRH?HR 
C frpT 2 31-ffaHR fHCtHHAfa 4 RRTR RTR «ffa HHHTRHr'' 
Rt RT5? HHT RT, RTR fRTRRSRr, qfj fp^RRT ip\ fbrRT fa^RIR, 
faflpr fafH tTfafafirfR HfufRRR, 1951 HHT HHtflH HRTR HR 
fanfal TPT HRfaR HR% faplRR xRhI HT Hlf Rl fair RlffaT 
Jf HRRRT ^ f. ; 


Hfa HR.', RRR RRRlHTF R«TT RRRT faf Rpf RR *fl, 
7R RRRIRRT H faR Rm u I HRRT HCCi v ,J I P C fxp I ^ 
rV LprIrr trrp'iR nr rrpjtr itt RRr $ fa rrC rpt ^r wr- 
WH r fRR 5fTlt HRfar HFR PT RRHlfacR Rfr t ; 

HR. HR, RRR wftrfRRR Cl HPT 10-H % W^RRHT iT fafaRR 
HIHtR RR^JTTT RRR «fl ROl RRr OT HT RRR C fatfl Rl RET 
% HT farfl TTRR HT faaTR RRT HRRT fatTTR pfRRTJ % RRRR 
wrr RTR falR 5tR C pRR ^R HTRirr Cl RlfPl R RtR Cl 
HIRTfatT C fRR farfaR RTfitR HTRT ^ 1 

[Ro fa^rr-faoRo/^3 1 / 8 0 ( 86)] 

O.N. 1137. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sahcjama Khan, Village Sikandarpur, P.O. 
Sitandarpur, District Rohtas, Bihar a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 
1980 from 231-Chainpur constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses at all as lequired by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due police, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failuic and the 
Election Commission is satisfied lhat he has no good icason 
or justilcation for the failure ; 

Now, therefoie, in putsuanee of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sahejama Khan to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of eitner House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for ' 
a period of three years from the d» tc of this order. 

[No, BR-LA/23 1/80(86)) 


Rf fafaf, 16 7JR, 1981 

WTo SN 1138. — HR, fafaRR xmflR HT RRT9TR HHT $ 
fa Rf, 1 9 R I) R JR fafflT faRTR RRT C fRR RTOTTar fapfafR 
H ffar 23 4-ClRWt faCTHR-HR R 'H-RR RTR RTR RwjfaTR 

«ff IfffarHT ffaRR, HTR H fao dufTT, faRT TfaRIR, fasRTRfa 
RfafaftlTR HfRftRR, 1951 RRT RRlff'l RR1R RR ft'Ju't gET 

xfafaR xrfa PtCNr htht ht Clf '4V faaT Hiffar hx% if hrhm 

; 

Cfa HR', RHT R»ffaHTT R, RVRH g/RRT faR RET RT 4f, 
ER RRRRPTT C flR Ctf HPR RW RTfafanH R?"T flHT 
Cfa fanfafR HTRTR HT RRIRtR Rt RHT t fa RRH RTR TR HR- 

hrrt C fRR Crt Rnfar Himr nr mralfiRT r4V ^ , 

hr: RR, RHT wfslfRHR Cl RTF 1 0-H C HRRmT if fiqfaR 
■UlHPl RRBJJFT RHT «fa ^fa Cht fRR Ct TTRH C faCf 41 RHT 
H HT farfl XTTH Cl faRTR RRT HW fatlTR Rfapr H R RTH 
3rfa Cfa iffa H faR hr HTfar Cl Rpfar 4 rIr h 4 Cl 

HfRTHflJ % faR fpfar CtfaR RFRt (r \ 

[ro far^F-faj Ro/2.34 / 8 u(s 7)] 

New Delhi, the 16th June, 1981 

O.N. 1138. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Hari Shankar Mishra, Village and P.O. Eghaiu, 
District Rohtas, Bihar a contesiing candidate for general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
234-Nokha constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses ni nil as requiied by the Rcpicsentn- 
lion or the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made theic- 
uuder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any icason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance oi section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declates the said Shri 
Hnri Shankar Mishra to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the' Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. BR-LA/234/80(87)I 


df fafa, 17 jj-T, 1981 

Mjosro a 39— qq:, fqfaqq faq'hr qq toih w t 

fa fa, 1980 ff fitJfl * faqfq tnTT % fatf 'if 1 ur-.q ffafaq 

qr fan 213 -TPfarsr ftfafar-tfar & vjqrq qfaf >rrfa qfarqqn; 
■fa trffapq Vtfa, qPT-faa W, fafa T^fa (fa*F) fa*P qfq- 
fqffaq fafar-tq. 1951 qfa qqfaq gHu’, qtr ffarfa ffirr tfa- 
ffat trn fqfafar ®qqf fa far^; fa fast TTfaq qrfa Sr w t H s r 
fa t i 

far ipp, qfa qtfaqqp: If, rppqqt g^-^TT fan ttrpf fa fa 

TOWflT fan faf farof sptPTT fWfaffaq qfa faff fa 
far ffafaq trrfaq fa ™iff fa far $ fa fa* <rrq fa trq- 
'■bvtni * fau fall Ttffat *t' 1 yU l tfl w TTfafaf 3 f fa) ^ ; 

tpr, wr fa* wfaffanr fa tfm io- , e % trfanTT R fqfa- 
■qq mfaq n^nr wtsftrsr nrfa fa fapf % fafa fa 

I qfa * qT fafa Tlfa fa fatJT'f qqf tffaT faffH qffa5[ * fafa 
^q qfa fan 5'fa % fan fa tcrrqitr fa qrtfar q qfq *r 
fatTfafa % fan ffafarfl 1 faffat sfrrqr ^ I 

[tfo fafR-faoJtti/213/80(88)] 

New Delhi, the 17th June, 1981 

O.N. 1139. — Wheteas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Abhimanu Sharma, Village and P.O. Kab, 
District Patna, Bihar a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 fiom 
213-Paliganj constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses at all as required by the Represen- 
tative of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made theie- 
under ; 

And whereas thet said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commissioin hereby declares the said Shrl 
Abhimanu Sharma to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
(he Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of n State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

TNo. BR-LA/2 13/80(88)] 


faospiHO — fav ffafqq fa-far fa iwt 5 I fat I 

fa Ilf, 1980 S ffaftT faEfPT Jffa % fan qTOTfa fafafaf 

% far 2 i 3 -'fp : frfar fafafaH^f fr rfar fafa fa^r faftfap- 
*sff tpt 'rqr far, rrr-fao m<x, fair tfaffar, fan fan, 
ffajn; faptr si fqfqfqfa srftrfqqq, 1951 fat r^far wt q* 
fall fa ItTT JEfftfa fafa lanfan ®ffa fa fa I fa fa'a I qffaq- 
fa* Jr C1WT fa $ ; 

fat tfr:, rTfarTTr q, q vqqt jffat 1 ffa fa* te fa, 
fa rtrwrr % faf farq W qaT fafatfaq rfa fqqr ^ far 
farfar xnfar mtnr fa m $ fa rtt% tft ttr farrfaTT 
% far faf qq-fer rrrq rr nrfafa : f rfr \ , 


far, vn, utt rfafafaf fa rrn 10 -r tTfatrir if ffatfar 
fafaq rn^jFT wr far arr rrr fnr 'Ef tfrq it fafa fa rrr 

it 4T fqfat vp7q fa faifR IPOT xr«m ffaTET % fafEq fa 

fa fa fffa faq wrir Tr trpffa if ffrr rr qtr qtfmrfa 

it ffa ffatfa rffiftf ■fn-qr | 1 

[it 13 ffaTr-faoqo^2 1 3/80( 89)] 

O.N. 1140, — Whereas Lhe Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shi 1 Ram Chandra Bind, Village and P.O. Jarkha, 
P. S. Paliganj, Patna, Bihar a contesling candidate fop gcneial 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 
from 213-Paliganj constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Rant Chandra Bind to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Pailiament 
or of lhe Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-I.A /2 1 3 /8(X89)]| 
qffofar, is 535 , 1 9 a 1 

brost 15 1 141.— qq fcufaq trrfatr tt farrenq fa fan ^ fa 
fa 1!}80 If $-tt ffarp fqq-pr W £ fan rrptm>jT fafafaf % 
ffa 2 2 8-VWII? fafaqq tfaf if qjTPT Afaf qfa qfafTqn- fa 
faprpq fa* qm nw farrfa, fa° wt?r, faqr faprfq, ffair 
far qfafaffaq fafafapr, a 9 5 1 mqr q^rnff qqrtf np fagfa 
sft fafaq «faf ffarfaq *faf «Ef fa fasrr trrfarq =tn:^ 
’tPRvT fa | ; 

fat qq., qqq qfafailTr q, qif qRtqr g-sTAT faq fal Tv- 
fa xppff Tfq VW-fqT % fan fat TTinq trqTT PTrfaqTVT faf 
ffatT fat faqfajf xnqfq iet q^ fa !TOR f f qqf [f fa q*fa 
TTq ?q WvpptPTT fatf fat fafaf qrroq qT PTHflffaq qfa ^ , 

wq; wq, qqq fafafaq fa qpT 10 -qr % kf^triq if ffafaq 
wfaq nqqjTTT OTT fa ^qqpr faff qtm fa fPK % fafa fa 
qqq % qf fafa tfiiq fa fatrR rpn xrqqr fqtrrq % trcrq 
faff fav faq % fan faqsj- qt r qfapg- if faq qtf fa 
qqfaqfa % fan farf*q faffa qrtqr fa 

[qo fa^p--fa°q°/22«/8o(9i)] 

New Delhi, the 18th June, 1981 

O.N. 1141, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Deonath Singh Radav, Village Dcokali, P.O. 
Akorhi, District Rohtas (Bihar) a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 
1980 from 228-Ramgarh constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as requireu by the Representa- 
tion ol the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he ha 3 no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act thet Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Deonath Singh Yadnv to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of thet Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No, BR-LA|228|80(91)] 
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wt“sio 1142 - — To-, fro tto torR tot tptwr far mr fa fro 

Jff, 198 0 if grr ffagyr ffaqR TORT % ffa? fatJTTsr fagR? % 
ffa? 2 28-TTWTJ fTOffaT-fafar fa ^TR qrofa TOrfa faRRTfT sR 
fa? tot fa?, ?w-q>» w?, ftm npw, Rijn: ms srfr- 
ffafHR qftjffaTO, 1951 TV TO TOfajR TOR TO? RtoTT JT 7 f SR- 

fsR tor ffafarro ®rT tot faff fa fagr ^rfaro toR Sr tottr 

’t&l 

faR, to;, tor Totwanr fa far torto ijTOr fa? jtr to 

fa 'R'lfa T*T TOTTOfaTT fa fair fat totr TOTTO TfafatTOTOT TTift 
fa?T fa far ftfaiTO TnfaR TOT fa faTTUR fat tot $ ffa 

TOffa TOR ?R3RTO)faTT fa ffa? faff Tfafa TOTTR fa Rlfatf-TR 

fifar t , 

to to, w faafTOff tot «rm i o— fa fa to?toto fa fifatTO 
snfafar rrtft faR far »?jj ur fro fat qm fa fror w qro 
fa fa fafat faTO fat ffaETO TORT q'TOTO fT*Tlfa TOTTO fa tor sjfa 

faifa tflT fatfa fa faq ^ qrfatr far fa^tia- fa faR jR far faRiTfa 
fa ffa? far faro fafifa TOTR | i 

[TO fa?R-fTOTO/ldi:8/80( 92j] 

O.N, 1142. — Wheieas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Bhirgoo Nath Singh, Village and P. O. Ranigarh, 
District Rohtas, Bihar a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 8U from 
228 Ranigarh constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Rcpiesenla- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and thet Rules made there- 
under ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation fot the failure and 
the Flection Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission heirby declares the said Shri 
Bhirgoo Nalh Singh to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No. BR-LA/228/80192)} 

WT°TO 114 3 —TO', ffafatTO TOfaR faT TOTOIRR ffa TOT % 
ffa TOf, 19 80 fa gt? ffapTK farm 5fa % ffa? faSTTTO ffafalTO 

fa far? 2 zb—' tow froffaT-TO- fa *rfar tor TOfarTOC 
►far rprro frorfa, tor ffarorro t j T , toR wfaifaf, totot (froc) 
fairo trffaffafaro wfuffaTO, 1951 tot ^faR top? m? ffa?faf 
jct wfafiro to? ffafafat? TOtfa tot faff fat fa'll TOifiaR tot% fa 
turn -rfa t ; 

fatr, TO", TO? TOfalTOp- fa, Tfa TOTOTO ffafa RR TO 

fat TOfat ITT TRTORTOT fa ffat? faff faTTO TfafafaT RRtTORT Tift 

fror tf, faR farafarr tottoR far to? fat trtetr tot % ffa tot 
TOT tp? TRTORTTf fa ffa? fatf Hqfrfa fal TTO T r TTOqft ffa"R q^t ^ , 

TO" TO, 3TO Trffaffaro faf 9T7T 10-fa fa TOpTTO fa ffafalfafa 
mfafar TO^ffTTT tto «ff gfafa ffarofa fat jtto fa ffafat faf *tto 

fa TO ffafaf TOUT faf ffatpiT faTO XT TOT ffaTOT 'Tfaq'? fa TOTO Tfa 

farfa *ffa faffa fa far? to to^t faf mtt'T fa tffar to faf faRwr? 

fa ffa? farr-fST falfTfa faTOT ff I 

[TO ffafn--ffa>3TO/228/80(93)] 
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O.N. 1143. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Subash Tewitri, Village Chintamanpur, P.O. Akhjni, 
Distiicl Rohtas, Bihar a contesting candidate foi general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
228-Ramgarh constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and (he Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has n_> good reason 
or justification for the failure : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Subash Tewari to be disqualified for being chosen as. and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-l.A/228/8(K93)H 


W!°3T« 1144- -TOT:, frofTO TOffiT faT TOTTETR jft TOT H 
ffa fai, 1980 fa ?rr f^pr fapiTO UTO fa ffa? UTHTTOr PTOfTO 

fa ffa? 228 - T rTTfa? fTOfro-i&T fa TO? falfa ^rTfafTOH 

>far 5JTOT TOUT fag, TOT JfiTtUH, fafa WfarfiT, TOTOR (ffalTO) 
fafa TTfafrfvjTT TrftrfTOiT, 1951 TTO faftflfa TOtT? TO? fiqfaf 
?TTT qflWT TOT? ffaTfsTT TOgf faT faff far fa'TO TOffarsT farfa fa 
TOTO Tfa ; 

fair, q=r 'TT’T ‘TOTRTTTv fa, TO TOTfa gfaTr f?T far? TT 
far ^rqfaf wfifafain fa fro? farf farro w<ror toSItiTO 
f<rn faV frsrfTO xrrfaru tot to? far tottor faf tot t far 

TOfa TOT ^JT WTOTTOT fa ffa? faff TOtR frrriiT far Rtfafffafa 

^ ; 

*R. Rtf, 7 TT qffffWT far STITT 1 0 -T fa ST-fR^ fa frfafaR 
TOft? rrppffrr TOT faf ’JT'T 5TTR ftT? =tfa TOT? fa farfar faV 
TOR fa TO farfaT TTOT far faSTT TOT W^TT faur? Tfroaf fa TRFT 
Wfa TOR fafT ?fafa fa far? wtfajT fat Tfafar'fa flfR Tfa fat 
TOTfaJrfsr fa ffa? ffarffar TOtffaT TORT ^ I 

[»T^ ffa?lT-ffa°TO‘'/228/80( 04)] 

O.N. 1144. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Surendra Pratap Singh, Village Jhujharpur, P. O. 
Akhini, District Rohtas (Bihar) a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 
from 228-Ramgaih constituency, has- failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason 6r explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declaics the said Shri 
Surendra Pratap Singh to be disqualified fop being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No, BR-L A]228 1 80(94)] 

TOpTOo 1145: — TOT', ffafalfaT TORPT TOT TOTOTOR jt TOTT t 
ffa pf, 1980 fa Jf? fggTT ffaiTR TOTT fa ffa? TOfaTTO ffafabR 
fa fro 1 ? 25 3— faftRTO (TRTOTo ) ffaqfTOT-t^TO fa ^TTR fafTO q lb 
TOtftTTOT fat #TTTR TOR, TOTO TO-Rlfl, fate TOTOftjr, TORT 
f fafafaf, fTOTOT TO7T (ffafar) faTO TTfaffafTOTO TOfaffaTO, 1951 TOT 
TOffaR TOTTT? TO? RtoTT triTO TOfafSTT TOlfa ffafa-TT TORT TOT fatt 
fat %TJT TOffafa farfa fa qqtfM T^ f ; 


faTTOT TOT TTSRS : ffaTTfa? 19, 198l/*mT 28, 1903 
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mV, TT , "JTT tWtR fa, Vt MriR7 •JPTr ffafa MR T 7 

'•If Will T, T MMTTT il fa fT'r fai? TRM M4MT rwirmf 

firrr fa ffarV-T MrTPT pt m? mt MMTffiM far w fa fr mV: 
mpt wwtmt a Trrr *pti qVcr mi 'WiffT-'T m^t fa , 

stt mt, m-tt wfjbrTM tm Hrrrr io-t t- m^irm Jr ifafarqq 
mtmpt n;F^srn w Mr mpti jura far mm* % VMr Mr 
mpt fa Mr ffaqr tri sir, ktrM v-r+ir mmm tfa=rrM Wt fa wm 
sjm rot mV far fa % fR grp qifaw *rr mp.imi it drM Vr mm 
MMRTMfa % fa'i t-Rfed MTfad RAp fa I 

[*r» faffF-f^’tTo / 2 5 j/ 8 U ( 9 0 ) ] 

O.N, 1145. — Wheteas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shn Sitaiam Dusadh, Village Makati, P. O. LaLshmipui , 
P. S. Tikaii, District Gaya (Bihar) a conteMing candidate 
for general election lo (he Legislative Amenably held in 
May, 1980 fiom 253-Bodhgaya ISC) constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses at all as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and tire Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any lea^on or explanation foi the faduie and 
the Election Commission is salislied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, thetefoie, in putxuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission lieieby declares the said hhii 
Sitaram Dusadh to be disqualified lor being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Pailiamcnt or of 
Ihe Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
lor a period of three yeais from the date of tins order. 

[No. BR-I.A/253/80(90)[ 
M? ffaVr, 2 2 MM, 1981 

Widals’ U46 — mm, fVEpi mtm>t mt wmtm yfa mitt fa 
ffa ni, 1980 fa ^rr f^ir ffag-pr mmt Sk Pro inwrrflr ffaVMM 
% fan ito-MTMR if =ifny «rrfa yfar RttfjwR 

«fl RM MMM wrtfT, TTTM JPffTf, «ft° fayrtfr, MTMT M HMR , 
mVmwr, fayR mV Mffaffafa"* MffaffaMM, msi w 
serin for farrm sm Mfaffad ffffa fa tm ffarfacr s^faf mm 
* mr yifanr MRfa if *rwr V fa ; 

mV, MM TMM TrtftMMR if. ’THPP )JW fefa ■mfa <R sir 
ffRl W MMMVMT =C fan Tift MTRtr 5TMMT mVNrnM Mitt fdMT 
If, MV 7MM AwfVMR BRT fan; M"<MTMMM rR ffadR MRfa fa 

qr^Tci, tfarfarq' mtmtm mm My Mr q-MrsrpT sf MMr fa far -jqfa ypr 
yn SPTOSRT % fan fatl TTfoT ttTpnjr MT nmftfanT ^ ; 

vt. wr, srfsrffnTrr tfr trcT in-n ^ 5 tmm 7 st if fafar^r 

wfahl firUtUA wr «ft 7 TM jRM MMf sfa MMy % ffarfr vfr M5M 

fa MT ftnfr ’DM faf ffalH MMf *r44T fatlTM gfaM? fa 

=^ir arrif mV faffa fa fan mtVt far yfarnr *r vffa yfa far 
^rrirryf- 1 ; fa fa 7 fafsq fafaq t i 

[*T'’ f , 3ET J '-fVM t, /24(l/8(>( IIHl)] 

New Delhi, the 22nd June, 1981 

O.N. 1146, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shti Ram Janam Sharma, Village, Makhaia, P. O. Sihuii, 
District Aurangabad, Bihar a contesting candidate foi general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 fiom 
240-Obta constituency, has failed to lodge an account of lij s 
election expenses in the manner as icquiied by the RepiC'enfa- 
tion of the people Act, 1951, and the Rules made ihemtnder ; 

And whreas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good icason 
or justification for the failure ; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declaies the said Shri 
Ram Janam Sharma to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State Jor a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA[240|80( lODjJ 
M? ffafat, .10 tiM, 198 1 

Mfoqj 1 147.--MM , fVWM WfafiT MTf MMFKTM iff Mur f. fa *fa, 
1980 if plf feR MMT fa fan MrtrRR fayfal fa fab 

237-^T(Wairta) fa'fqq-qq fa ’IdPt RTM Rfa RnffURIT 
M fatnM 7TM qnr fqvg Htfa , 91 o MryT, faRT faVROTR:, faffR 

*ffa Mfff sfaffafavy Mfbfarpr, 1951 fiG HM7rr rpr ffaifaf 

dpi qfbjq MTd faqfyq synT Rt fart far fa^rr 9ifaR <tRfa fa 
MMIRr xy X , 

mV, 99:, R49 3 far*9TT fa, Ufa Mrqip ^rqr ffafa Rffa Tt 

far Mlfar PI fa'TM'TTr fa fq-n 97Tt RRM M9T r FT<faflTfSt Mjjfa 

forr X. Mifarir yrr m Mr qMiqrq fat wr If fn Rffa itm 

TT MM3TT9T fa' fqn qif-f qqf;Ff jfmir 9t rinfalffarir 

M9, W4, tJMM MErffiMM fat ffRr 1 0-T fa M'JMTtji fa ffaa|VtM 
MtfatM tfRtitjprr w ifar mh^rim fat mir fa fWr fat mw fa 
nr Vfar ffaerrr MMf mmmi ftrtnM fa mript Mrfa faV 
frrfa fa fsrn 59 Mrfa»r far rrrfafur fa faffi yfa far TriTBirM fa fRt; 

MTffar IRFq ^ | 

[s» ftr^TR-fV s>5To/^3 7/3u( 1 lu)] 

New Delhi, the 30th June, 1981 

O.N. 1147. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shn Mohan Ram, Village Chilhkr, P. O, Amba, District 
Aurangabad, Bihar a contesting candidate for genet al election 
to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 237- 
Deo (.SC) constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all a 1 * inquired by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and tile Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas Ihe said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
Ihe Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure 1 , 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares Ihe said Shri 
Mohan Ram to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State foi a 
petiod of tbiee years from the date of this order. 

[No, BR-LA|237[80( 1 10)] 

Wl , 4 R r 1 1 V 19 81 

an°Mo 11 48. — McT, fWlM MRfaf RT MMTMPT fat W X 
ffa Mf, 19 80 fa ffatTTM MMT fa ffan rqtnTM (faaHd fa 

ffafa 247-tRTfajf fa ^TUT RTfa Mtfa R rfaj T g R 

faf UTiTtiffM, MPT, faW ffaRT MMT (ffafTP:) fatfa srffaftrffa?M 

wffaffaMM, 1951 9MT T^fal MMM 7 Mrr ffarrfat wVfaM MMfa 
fWrr ^rfaf yrr faft fat fain =fRfa fa mm' ipt X ; 

mV MT, MPT MFfamrr fa, MJRMT ffar Rffa tt far, 
TM MMMRmr fa ffarr far? PRUT MW Rpfal<pnrr Vt ffaqr £ mV 
ffifarpM MTUfiT Pt MMTTR iff M7T fa V Mqfa TPT 7M MMTmT 
fa ffab fat? MMf'M PTTM MtRMmfafMnt fifal fa ; 

M9 MM, MT9 MfyffaMM faf URt 1 0-P fa MrpRR fa' ffayfMM 
MtfafM rTMMJRr MPT faf Moffat faf fa MM fa ffafaf faf MPT fa 
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"•TP^T qq Tprqsr 19, 1981/w 28, 1 90 8 


jit ffofr qr?q 4f fsrerrn' qqT smr fqsrrq qftqq % qqqr q4 
arr4 4k 4t4 % fqn fq qkq qq qkhq 4 qfq qq # qqqrqfsr 
% f-rcFfT qriqq 'iT’-'ir sh 

[qo f^T5-t?o^o/24 7/8o( 122)] 

New Delhi, the 4th July, 1981 

O.N. 1148. — Whereas the Election Conimisstoi is satisfied 
that Shri Shehruddin, Village and P. O. Chandouti, District 
Gaya, Bihar a contesting candidate for geneial election to the 
Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 fioin 247-Bclaganj 
constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Rcpresentat.on of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereundci ; 

And wheieas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied .that he has no good 
reason or jus‘ification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Shahruddin to be disqualified fo> being chosen as, and for 
he.ng, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three yea>s fiom the date of th is o'-der. 

[No. BR-LA/247, 80(122)? 

3tto3To 1149 — qq , fqqfqq STRiPT fq qqtcTTq iff qqT | fqr qf , 

1980 t tq?rc fqsnq tnn % fq^ qraniq fqqfqq % fqp 
247 -qqrqq tqqfqq-4q 4 qqTq q?4 qr4 qnfTqqR: 4f 4t° 
4;qqfqq, triw qrqqqre:, sk qsqfjq, qkfrff, fqqT qqT fq^rc 

qrqfqrspq qfarfqqq 1951 qqr qifq qqrtr qq; fqqqf ?ra 
q-tfierq qq4 fqqfqq aqqf qq qq# 41 qifer qrkr 4 qqq^r 
r%f; 

4k qq, qqq qnfrqqrq 4 qrqqr gqqi fqq qT4 <r 41, 
sq tr-PCTd t % f%tt 4if qrTTur srqqr prr^qrtw qft fen | 4k 
fqqfqq srpftq qq- qqrtfTq ?> qqr | fqr qq% m ?q qqqqqr 
% fan qlf qqfar qqvq qr qrrqfffeq qfl | ; 

qq: qq, qqq qfafqqq ql am 10 -q % qqqw q fqqfqq 
qrqlq nqqqRT qqq 41 4k 4qTqfer qq qqq % faqf 41 qqq 
% qr fqrqf Ttsq 41 fqsnq qqr qqqr fqsnq qffaq % qqqq q4 
qr4 4k £14 % fan ¥q qr^q qq qrffa 4 4k qq qf qqqrqfsr 
% v faq fqkfq 41Fqq qrqrr |i 

[q° fq|r8:-fqoqo/247/80( 123 )] 

O.N. 1149. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Md. Nehaluddin, Village Chatarghat, P.O. I akshmi- 
pur, Chandauti, Gaya, Bihar a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 
from 247-Belaganj constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses at all as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and 'he Rules made theieunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Md. Nehaluddin to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order 

[No. BR-LA/247/80(123)[ 

srioqo use: — qq-, fqqfqq qrqfq qr qqram ft qqr I fq 
qf, 1980 4 gq fqfr? fqsqq qqT % fatr qrarmr fqqfqq 
% fan 24 7-qqrnq fqqfqq-qq 4 qqtq q?4 qfa qwfrqqrr 


4f q.kfqfi srai, qw, 4nr qqf, qrqr ftqpr, faqr qqT, 

fq^rr 4tq qrartrari wF&ffiqq, 195 1 q^r qi‘q qfirt; qc 

frqtj mm q r t[;ti qq , iu .iq-i =qqt qq 4'it 4 1 n qr qrfeM 

q^q 4 qqqq ’q 3 ; 

sft: qq, wqqiT q, q-qq qq^r fe 1 , q >T 9 T 4i, 
qqjrqti % fqtr qfrf q;FiT qqq ( qrcj^.rur qgr f?qr $ 
fqqfqu ^rqw q.r qqiaru 4r »wi I F* qrq qqqrqqi 
4 fqn qqf-f ITp-q q, =q,qj,qfq qfr | , 

?rq qq, qfurqq'q 4, ltm io-t 4 qqq-rq 4 fqqrqq 
qiqpr q;qtgm 4i q^rf 1 wqf qrr qq? 4r fq.ri'i 4f qqq% 
q'i fqvfr T ,5.f qi [qjifi qqr qqqr fqqru qftqq % qq*q q^4 
qi4 4ff ffr4 4 fqq ^q 4i qifi^q 4 4,q qq 41 qpriqfq 
4 fqq fq4qq qffqq q^ T 1 1 

[qo fqqp-fqoqo)247/so( 1 24)] 

O.N. 1150. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Balyamiki Sharma, Village and P.O. Musi, P.S. 
Tikari, District Gaya, Bihar a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
247-Belaganj constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and fhe 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursunce of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Elec.ion Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Balyamiki Sharma to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-L A 1 247 180( 1 24)] 

sn°3t° list — qq, fqqfqq qrqfq qq qqrarq ft qqr | 
fqt qf, 1980 4 fqfqfrq fqjTq qqr % fan qrsrRq fqqfqq 
% farr 247 -qqrqq fqqfqq-4q 4 qqrq ^4 qr4 qnftqqrq 
4t q4q fqiq fqf, qpr fq4H qte feqqqriq, fqqi qqr, 
fqqrq 4tqr qfqfqf^cq qfsrfqqq, 1 9 5 1 qqT qsftq qqpr qtr fqqtfr 
sttt 4tfi?rq qqq fqqfqq sqq'f qq 4tf 4t SraT qifirq qrt;4 4 

qq=BtT t ; 

4k qq-, 3qq qr4f?qn: 4, qrqqr ^qqr fqrr 3,74 q?: 41, 
fq qqwqr % fqiT qfrf spryaq qqq] iqis^qrqq q^f fqqT | 4k 

fqqfqq *n*rfq qrr qqrmq ft qqr f ft? qrq fq qqqrqqi % 

fqcr 4ft qqkr qq^q qT qqqtfqcq qft | ; 

qq- qq, qqq qfqfqqq^r srrrr 10 -qr % qqqtw 4 fqqfqq 
qrqfq qqqqn:! qqq 4t 3-frer fqT7 fq| qq 4qq %fqqff 4t qqq 
%9T fq?4f qr^q qft fq&rrq' tint qqqr fqqm qftqq % qqrq q4 
qi% ?rk: ft4 % f<qq fq qi4q 4t qrikr 4 q,q qq 41 qqqrqfq 
4 fqtf fqr%r qffqq qqqT |i 

[4° fq^K-fqoqi>/247/80( 125)] 

O.N. 1151. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Umesh Kumar Singh, Village Bindaul, P.O. Khiser- 
varai, District Gaya, Bihar a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
247-Belaganj constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 
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Now, therefoie, in pursuance ot section 10A of the sad 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the saia Sfiii 
Umcsh Kumar Singh to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
tor a period of (hrec years from the date ot this order. 

[No. ER-LA /247 /80fl 25)] 
WT«»to 1152 — titr:, Rftfpr ft RurEtTR Ft Rat fa fat r# , 

1980 if ft) ffaijl 7 h>JH EOT % for mtU^t fajftR 

4; fan 2 47-fa'riRV fa ^RTR RTR Rlfa RVRmE 

«ff Tnfo - ST*Ti*r R'Hf, WTH AR^T^far ROTTf 7 Rfo finst, HEU 
^'fwrsrnr, fa'Tr qqr, fayr 7 trfa srfhffafoR rMrrr, i a s i rrt 

SEffTT Rir ffofat ?m wfafarT flfa if EEt ffaqfRR ~-fht 41 

fort vfm Rfo fa ’tr'er fa fa , 

sffa, tpr, w fawit fa, far Rtqqt ^qni ffa 'Rrfa u 7 
fa rmr ?r str^kee fa fan fat# thth wit Rt'fa+tyi nfar 
fan fa, far irpr Rtfafori: let fo fo wwtifa Trfon 7 qfo 
fa qimrmfn'itfah' Tnfafir ?.r rij fa R-RrarR fa rri fa fa RRfa ti^t 
Sr WH4wT5i ifr fan far# qfa=r RutR rt nufaffah Rfaf fa ; 

rr. m, rrr wfhifoR fa urn i o-t fa rrrtr fa ffaqfor 
wrfaq t^srrr mpr fa' rrsfa rrir tr! fa rhs % fafa fa ret 
% RT fafa fa' fatTR RfiT PW faetfif Rf-foT fa H4FT 

tsrrfa fair jftfa fa ffo Ti-ifasr fatirfahj fa falRR'I fa •ftp'tTRfsr 

fa fop ffafipr faffa ivtRr|i 1 

[fao f*#l 7 ffaoRo('>47/80(l26)] 

O.N. 1152. — Wliereus the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Rajdeo Prasad Vcrma, Village Babhnatola Mahmad- 
pur, Post Pandui, P.S. Jchanabad, District Gaya, Bihar a 
contesting candidate for general election to the Legislatve 
Assembly held in May, 1980 from 247-BeIaganj constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses within 
manner as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made theicunder ; 

An*d whereas the said candidate, even nfter due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure anu 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good rea- 
son or justification for the failure , 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Rajdeo Prasad Vcrma to be disqualified for being chosen as 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/247/80(126)] 
foff, 22 1981 

BtToWc 1 1 5 3 "RT, ffofof RlfatR Rtl RR(«TR fa RRf fa 

ffa 19 30 fa ffa faH; rrt fa fop hirer ffaRfor fa 

fop 40-facqrtnT ffaqfor (far fa ^rrr H«fa Hrfa RRtfotT 
far RfT RlTIRR, HRT, tTH fal, wtfaTRrT , fafat 
5r(faffar£r«r RfafoR, 1951 hht Rfa'fi ipfttf rh ffaqfa gm 
wtfstT im ffafaq-r aqfat irr fat# fat fair tv for ipfa fa 

t ; 

nfk qs, htt TtffR^rt: fa, rjrti pq-rt f?tcr er (fa qr; fat, 
ir Rtmm fa faf srq*ri FfifawR qfa ffatr | far 
ffaqfq-T wrfaq Jpr ^ rriotr fa qqr $ ffa ?frfa rrt ?5 VRtfaqr 

fa f^rcr farf qtrffa rt Rrrfaf>rg qfa fa ; 


m tt 5 , 555 RNFfiRR fal irr 7 r tufa fa wrrvt fa ffafaqv 

VlRPt rrft^QTr 3^- Jjfi qiTTqUT ifar RRI fa fq.fal HI' R55 

*fi tqi-fi Tr^' fa, lAifffi Rfa vfati ffadrq fa qqtq qfa 

tufa Rfar ^‘Tfafafsffa tr RifaR far nif.Rr fa fat fai RtRmftr 
fa Frfa ffarfaq fafiTR ^fart fa i 

[h° f^l 7 -fasq-j/40/8O(26)] 


New Delhi, the 22nd July, 1981 

O.N. 1153.— Whereas the Election Commissioii is satisfied 
that Shri Anup Naraiu, Chitargupt Nagar, Club Road, 
Aurangabad, Bihar a contesting candidate for general election 
to the Lok Sabha held in January, 1980 from 40-Aurangabad 
constituency, has failed lo lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason Or explanation for the failure .and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of Ihe said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Anup Narain to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-HP-A /40 /80(26)] 
2 3 RRlf, 198 1 

Wcfao 1154 — fat', ffa ffaf tURPT 4 R RRnTTR pff fafr fa ffa Rt, 
1980 fa go ffatlT ffa SET RHT fa ffap HfbFtrr ffatHfi fa fifaT 
40 R'WTT fafaifaT flr tJRtfa tTSfa Rlfa fafaURR «ff f?B 
fR?, RTR ffaTT3['T T i, Rfo faRTtfafC fsfRT RlTW, IfagiT sfPft fafa- 
ffafter RffaffaqR, 1951 RfaR^tR fafar RTT ftrafat 5 TTI affafSTT 
faffa ffa 4 f 5 R fafaf fai fatf fa faJStT TrffaPT «m fa tfRRfa Tfa fa ; 

RT4 ^Rt5RtT fa, RtR4t ffao tjpfa qr fal, 

TR R RRtRRT fa ffaO falf TITR SPIRT FTcflRfaR R|fa foil fa 
ffaRfon wifatR qrr nn_ rriset gfa rri fa ffa 3Rfa RrR' TR ttariRtti 
fa for 'farf wfo RflRTTl RT PRtfffoq R^f fa; 

W 5 . R<T, ™ Hfa-fRqR fat Hirr 1 0-E fa RJREW fa ffastfor 

mfatR tpRTTTl ^ «ff fRR fat RR4 fa fiffaf fat R5R fa 

RT fofa LRJR R? ftraiR RRT W4I fahTR fifott fa R??R Hfa 
* ' * 

^iTfa fak grfa fa for ^r Hifaur fa ttEiqr fa fafR qfa fal «P[rrprfLr 
fa fnc fofor fatfor Rrrm fa i 

L [fl» ffaglT-ffasRo/ 40/80(l4 0)] 

New Delhi, ihe 23rd July, 1981 

O.N. 1154. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Surerdra Singh, Village Vishunpttra, P.O. Jalalpur, 
District Saran, Bihar a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
40- Jalalpur constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the people Act, J951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure und the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Nov.', therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Surendra Singh to be disqualified for beinir chosen as, and 
for being, a member of .either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No. BR-LA/40/80U40B 
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[row II — toto 3(iiij] 

affapfa, 2 6 1981 

WToMo 1 1 5 5- — m , fafaTO 5TTTOH TO TOTETR fa TOT $ 

fa? wfa ittsu ft gr? fsrpfi T farofi tot % fro* REFro fftfaro 

% (far 2 7 2-5Pffar; fafaTOT-fasT it faTO ftT^ 41% TOg iWlA «fi 
faro ftsw, row rorrufi, Tpff totoiti, fairo fafa.faf, fa^n. 
WtTO gfarfafftro WfirffiTOT, 1951 TOT fTvjfa TO1W pnffa HU 
rotfWfr wm v ror toi fafft ft tow fafaror snfr to ifasr 
<nftw TOTft ft TOTOT iff f, , 

wYr, jr , ^tot tototop: ft, wft tope ^rorr ffaf roft to. 

TO HW RftTOsTftf fti >PT^ TOTO TOTO rofaMPTOT gfa 
faro |, fftfafaft ^rrETtR «pf tot ftT rorfroT fat w | ft: Rfarow 
tJT rorroroTr v farw fart qnlro roxw to ronflfftw rop t 

to. to, 3ror wfsfroift far rorr i o-t *p TOrroro ft 
RlTOfa JRPplTI 'TOT «fl fVrar SRTT ftTW faf ftTOT faffafa TO TOFT 
% TO ffaftt TOft Iff faffR TITOT TOM faftFT ftfaro % TOFT 
■jft roft WIT faft % faft «TT%5T fat TTT^'W If flfa aA fat T ITO- 

flftr fa faro fftAffcrr faffar toto k i 

[ft° ftrp--ftt>Fc'/272/S0( 14'!)] 

New Delhi, the 25th July, 1981 

O.N. 1155, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sheo Tehal Mandal, Village Mandrn/no, p.O. Kesh- 
watl. District Girtdih, Bihar a contesting candidate for general 
election to the legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 
272-Bogodar constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses within the time and in the manner as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not jtiven any reason dr explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no pooct reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefoie, in pursuance of section 10A of ihe said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sheo Tehal Mandal to be disqualified for being chosen a), and 
for be'ne a memher of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or T egislntive Council of a State for a 
period of thiee years from the date of this order. 

INo. BR-I A/2’ 7 2/80i !43Y>i 

WT° Wo 1158 — : — TO", fftfaTOT *7FTfa <TTt TO! TOT fa TOT 

#■ ftr *rf, i9ro Jr yn- faror fatnft wro % fanr roErprofftfaror 
% faro; 272 -toIto; fftfaror-faer it toto ^^ft roft totItotx 
>fa ^nfrfatA trm, too i q-Jo toVto, frm ftrf 7 .¥Vtr, (teiT) 
ufK srWhflrot stWroir, 1951 ^nrr toto mr fTOnt 

irm *t¥to TOrf fJFTfq'iT TOrff TO ^1? -flA Sr^r ’dpTOT if 
*T TOT <4 ?! , 

dfVr, to: TOT TOffTOTO T7Jr strrPTT r^TOT fiTO ^TT% TO xff 
TOtff 5TWTOT % firo qfif TOV°T TTTOT TO^ATOT Aiff fTOT 

pTAtTO TOfl’l TO IT^ TO TOTTTOT 5TT TOT £ fd 7TT% irff 
tt xttottot Sr fro dif AirfriT tot m tojW^to Aiff 1 1 

TOT: TOST, TOT TTfufiTTOT dT fTTO 1 0-A ^ XTATOTO Jf fiTJTfd'7 
TOAfT trrr?ffTTT TOA TOTrlfTR TOR TO TfrrA if? frofl nf TOT 
% to Pnff Trro qrf fr-EiTtr tot toto' fa to a TfaTOr % totott to 
totJt wVr a fa % faro ^ toiaw to toto jjt Jr fan «rf ifa sprrorofaT 
% ffan ffarF^ A TOffaro TOTO £ I 

[jfo faArT-faeTOo/972/fin( 1 44)] 


O.N. 1156, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Win Hargovind Yadav, Village and P.O, Bagodar, Dis- 
trict Oiridih, Bihar a contesting candidate for general election 
to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 irom 272 -Bueo- 
dar constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has good reason or 
iustifiration for the failure ; 

Now, therefoie, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Hargovind Yadav to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Pailiament or of 
the legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate 
for a period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No. BR-LA /272 /8(K 1 4 41} 
fro*?', 28 TfTOlf, 1981 

aria we 1 u 7:-a-nro, farofro xmffa to tottotto tfr Jim 

& fat wi, 1980 TO ffariT fa TOOT TOT % faTTO TOTTOPTO 

faTOfaro % farro 124-*^# frorfaroT-tfaw if tjata wsfa <rfar 

TOwfiTOTT wY TOTTO ’L ,l F Pl TT1TO TOATfiT, q-T^ ^r^(, 

TOTTOf qr, ctffairf, TOtip JTfafaftTTq TOfsffaTO'TO, 1951 TOTOT 

tr^sffTO tottto T nr farorof jitt TO^fwr wqfa faTOfaro rorof tot TOf 

TOto tnfaiTO TOfa traror ^ f i 

toW, TOT:, TOTOT TOfiAqir: s\, TOFTOT; $TOTOT fatr rojT TO >gf, 

TO TOTOTOTOr qt fafa «faf TO TTO TOTOAT TTO*ffTOTO TO^T faTOI ^ xfiTO 
fTOroWro TOirofa' tt q twapT ?Y tot t fV tfa row to tpto- 
wro ^ fafa rotf rorfro toto to roi®ftfarro' 

to; to, tjtot frf&faror qrf aror io-ro ^ w^tow if fTOfarw 

rnfa-JT Eh'tfStTT wq?T «fi WTW J^RTTO «jro »fa TO? % favffi Sp' 
TTTO % AT faroi Tpstt TO fa'HiW TOT TOTO fa*TR wfaWS % TOTO 
to! totT tfr?: 5 ^ $ fafa ter wfasr vY trrfcw if tfro qtf qfr 
qTiTOTvrfr % fam; faTflfn toPet toftt | i 

[Wo fa^R-fa-oWo/l 24/80/( 1 52)] 

New Delhi, the 28th July, 1981 

O.N. 1157. — -Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Lai Mohamad Sheikh, Village Bhandsar P.O. Chapa- 
hnri, Bhawanipur, Purnea, Bihar a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 
lrom 124-Rupauli constituency, has failed lo lodge an account 
of his election expenses at all as rc-quired fflr the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas (he said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10 \ of the said 
Act the Flection Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Lai Mohamad Sheikh to be disqualified for being chosen, as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
Ihe tcpislntive Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA /124 /SOD 52)J 

wf frofaJ, 29 romt i98i 

wTo wo 1158:— TO, froWn wiifY*r to totbtw fa tot 
k ft; w# , 1 98o Jf ffarrr farow tot $ fanj btriaw fafaro 
% fro 286 TOTOTfTOTrfa, (w° Too) fafaTOTOfa ft TOTO Wfft 
roft rorolw wY faroft TOST TTOTT, row TOUTtT, faTO RTOfftWT , 


67 T GI/R1— 2 
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rtrt swRRfecf, srrir, fen: fer feWfe wfivfeR, joti 

RRT RRtf'R JRlTr TITT feoff SITT W^TfaR WTR fefe fet R?T 

rdf ft swr riftra qfe Jr wrth r| ft i 

wV, rr, 3rr gnfiwt Jr, fe wr jjRrt fe fe <rr 
ft, wti sr wwn % ffe Tif titr wrrt ufefstrew r^t 
fer |, wTr ferfer ww rr ns r) rrtstir wt t ft rrt 
ret hr wwit % ffe rdf Rfer rrew ri ^fetfe fe ft ; 

wt: wr, rrr fefeR ft am i o-r % wTprcR it fefe 
wife rr^crt w «ft ferer ret wm «ft rrr % ftm nr 
trw %nrr ftr<ft wr <pt ftt«nR rrt wrrt ferR RffeR ft rrte 
re Rift ufa fe ft ffe tr wrfw t?i' trifru it fe q>f *ft 
rrtrife % ffe fefe Rife «rmfr ft 1 

[wtr fere-ftcRo/286/80( 1 57)1 

New Delhi, the 29th July, 1981 

O.N. 1158.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shrl Goshal Chandra Rajwar, Village Paiawahal, P.O. 
Vnrutasin, Thana Chandankiyari, Dhanbad (Bihar), a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Legislative Assembly 
held in May, 1980 from 286 -Chandankiyari (SC) constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
yas required by the Representation of the People Act, 19 31, and 
' the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ghoehal Chondra Rajwar to he disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

(No. BR-LA128(.180( 157)1 

mo wo ti59 : — jtw:, fftfeR wife nrr rrtstr eet 
& ft? Rf , I960 ft fere ftftTPT mar ft fspr RTErreW feftlR 
ft ffe 288 TRE fftRfe (W° WTO fefe fe ft ^VPi - ) 
sreft wt% Rwffe «fr Rffed twrit, rtr ruwrRr (fer Rmjrr), 
qffe wsrEfftEreV, ffer rrrir (fere) fe? fefftffe wfafeR, 
iqji ert etFe jrtw nrr fenff am wftf%Rr wvft feftrr 

rtrpj qR fttf vft ?WT 'JTftTT rfe ft WRR5E Tft 

wfe RT, REE RtRfere ft, Rtf RFRR? tJREr fttT Rift Rr 
rY wee" x e wHwrt % fer ft)f rttr weet W^ttr 
ftm i, wft, PhrWr wrtflR «rr ri^ r! rrtutr ft rrt^ ft? 

RrR? RTR ^R WRR7RRT $ f?TR «t?tf RRfe R11TR RT TIRtflfeR 

Rfl ^ i 

wr:, rr, rrr wftrfeR f am io-*p % rrrtr ir fefet 
RtRfR t^t^rm wt RfttRt rwr jpi ?trr ^ ftfe Rl rrr 

«(■ ?rr ftfe tpjr ft-mR-RRT rrrt fRara rPtrr % rrtr rr 

Wlf) WK % fthl ^R Wl^R f RHTR it RfR 'ft RRRTRftf 
% ftpr fRTfet Rife? RTRTf | I 

[R3RT fannT-fRoRo/28G/80 ( 1 58 )] 

O.N. 1159. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Mahindi Rajwar, Village Barakamn (Tola Parbad), 
P.O. Chandankivari, District Dhanbad (Bihar), a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Legislative Assembly 
held in May, 1980 front 286-Chandankivari (SC) corstituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
as required by the Representation of The People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 


And whereas the said candidate ( even a.Oer due rotice, has 
not gUen any reason or explanation for the failute and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that lie has n > good rca'On 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of tne said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Mahindi Rajwar to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/286/80(158)) 

WTo Wo 11 60 — RR:, fbRfRR UTRtR RTF RRTSTR ?T RRT 
ft ft? Rf, 1 980 if feTT ftfiTR RRT % ftTR RtUHR ftrarfe 

^ fRR ■JSlWldfti'grft (R« RTo) fRRkR-ftw ®r RR 1 R RRif 

RTR RWpIRRR «ff r|R?R ynisf?, RTR r2t^: RTRftjrr, RTRT 

''Rfewft RRRTR (fen.) fe? RfRpTfTR RftrfRRR, 195 1 RRT 
RRT TRtffR RRtR RR fetR*) JRt W^tftTR wfe fetaR ®RRf TI 
•rtf f Riifer it rrrt ^ ; 

sfrt, RR:, RRR RwflRRn if, RPTP TfRRr fe Wlif R’ 

»ff, WRRf RR 'SR'FHRr % fWR *ftf TITR RR RT 5 R' ! ftfi T ' 1 T Rff 
ftoT %, tfVt, fhwfe wrfe g?r r^ ri rririr fr rtt ft W> 

3R% RTR TR XIRTRTT ^ fcTR Rgfe TiRR Rl fRrjftfeR 

ft ; 

R7TRR, RtR wfafefR «ft RITI 1U-5? % R^RTR R fTTfet 
rfrtr Rnaanr w? ftr Rn? Tt rrr ^? ft?Ri ,Rf rtr t 
R r ft?Rt ynR gff fjftnR rrt rrrt fa'RiR rCcrr % rrtr rr 

S SO 

writ wft f)ir %'fRR RR RTfe R?f RR3 ut it RlR R«f W( gRREtfu 

% fftR fefaVi Uffer RiTR? ft II 

(tf o ftr^TT 'ftoRo/286/80 ( 159)) 

O.N. 1160. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Supbal Rajak, Village Majurdubi, P.O. Ambiha, 
Thana Chandankiyari, Dhanbad (Bihar) contesting candidate 
for geneial election to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 
1980 trom 286-Chandankiyari iSC) constiueniy, has failed to 
lodge an account oE his election expenses at all as requited 
by the Representation of the People Act. 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder : 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the falure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance or section 10A of the said 
Act the Flection Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Suphal Raiak to be disqualified, for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. ER-LA 1286] 80(159)] 

WTo Wo 1 161 — : — RR', fefer Wife 1?r RRTRPT jft RRT 
ft ft; Rf, 1980 ^ £R fere ft-RT RRT % ffe RTRtTR fefeR 
% ffe 206-R Z*\ RfeR') feftrRfe ^RTR rfe fe mft. 

RRTy Wt R)o RRR1T y ., RTR RRR^TT, fto fto Rlftsf, TRRT* 
14 (fere) fe Rferffe WfsrfeR, 1951 RRT RRIR; 

R?1 f*TRRl 5TTT W^ftlR WR^ f’Tqj-a'H 3RRf RTi Wtf 'ft ’I 'T RlftpT 
*f WRTO Xft | I 

fe, RR-, Lit? RTtjfere ySr RERP rjRRT fe WTR qr 
«ft, wrr) rr &RTOur % ffe viS wtr wrtt rTcft"freR R#' 
fer fe ferwR wrfe w?r r^ r) rriotr ifr rri £ ft lr>. 
qlR RR WRRRRql % fe apTf Rfe RTJR TT nTRlfet RRt 

ft', 
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*rrw qq wm ■ fftqRR 19 , i98i/»rrs 2 s, 1903 


Sin TIST, TPTn Xiftlfq-tq «PT HRT 1 JV ft iqiJqPq ft fftqfaq 
arrfttq nq? ernw ftt ftio qq ton % faur ftf hqq % 
qr fqqfr hr qft fasnq tott topic fftorq qfaqn ft qspr wft 
TOft W> ftft ft fate w TOftcT ftt Clifts ft fiTH qft qft VITOrfft 
ft far* ftRfifa TOffto tiTal jf | 

[awn fa^R fa°q°/206/ao (igo)] 

O.N. 1161, — Whereas (he Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shii Md, Gaflar, Village Samanpura, P.O. B.V. College, 
Patna- 14, (Bihar) a contesting candidate for general election 
to the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 206- 
Patna West constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereundei ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation foi the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justication for the failure , 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission heieby declares the said Shri 
Md. Gaffar to he disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stale for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/20$/80('l60Y] 

arc Wo ii62 — tffl., fqqfapr *cttot w totttot gt tot 
ft fit? ht, 1980 ft firgH fsTOT tout % fan nrum fqqfarq 
£ fan u o e-Tiqr livq'jff frofarq ttM ft toto croft qr?r toto- 
tor fit Rq teftnr fait, fftTO fftftt qrqfe, wVo ftto wto, <r rot 
fftgR ftr* affafafu-N wfafftTO , 1951 q<rr qjtfrq TOrnf qn 
faroff arm xtftfwir mft fftqfa r wrI qq qftft ft) tost grfarw 
■rrfa ft topto rft ft , 

wV, TOT, STO qrftfarqR ft, TOCT ^TOTT fatf TOft TO it, 

TOpft to % fan qftft strut sew pr'sfaiE'q q# faro 

ft, hV frofaq- TOftfa qq m it qqitnq' gr qqr ft f% tot* tut 
TO toto-wt % fart qftft qtqfmr »trnx qr TOqftfareq q^t ft ; 

tot: tot, tor ^rfsrfartnr if trm loqr $ torR'ct ft ffptfqq 

KfiPr -jet it qq trim fft| it hut i frit 

qqq ft' *n fait xtto ift, ffttnq.qqr tot fvtrrq ft 
w^ft aqft ifa ft- ft fat) to xfiftsr if qrow ft aq qft if 
wmqfff ft fati froftq fttfaq qRqr ft i 

[ften fairo; fafoffo/ 206/80 ( I6i)] 

O.N. 1162. — Whereas tile Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Pravcsh Singh, Vijay Mini Market, G.P.O., 
Patna (Bihar) a contesting candidate for general election to 
the Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 206-Palna 
West constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses at all as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ram Pravesh. Singh to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-L A /206 /80( 161)) 

WNWo .1 16 3.— tR: [ftqfaq wfat TT ((mro jrf qqT ft far 
*T$. 198 0 ft fTT fft^R-farjrq W ft fad) promr fqqfaPT ft fan, 
206 -qqqT tfiqftj fqftm-tSa- ft ^qiq trsft g uffaw 


! 7ft fw mn xw, ftimf clwr, w^q-hrqq, 'mrr (fatjR) TFft 
trfrfrqfacq xrfftfaqq, 1951 qajfttq qqpf qq fftwr srer 
arfifaiq sm iftftfaq qq ftr faaT Tihim qmr ft 

VtNfW Tft ft; 

wfa: trtr, qqq 3 x ^)4417 ft, qft qxqq? fef wrft it vfr, 
tpr xrq'hqprr ft fartf qtif qtrm »w PTCLftfrvqqfttfqqr ft, 
ftfa, fnqfaq wiftfir qq qftftt mmirq^r w ft fa qqft tet w 
xrq'm'qTft fan ftri mrim qqm qT tqpfffqqr qftr ft; 

vq; m, wt stfaftqqq ftt am to-qt ft fqfttqq 

wufnr ttq^sm qqq ^ faqrmq xrq qft fats ft faqft -ftr qqq ft 
qr faftr tent qft fftaiq tmt wmi faim qfaqq ft to q^r 
wift aftt: ftfft ft farf xrrftifr ft) qrfta ft ftrq <r5 qft qt(HRfa 
ft fan. fqrRjq qffftq qTTrrr 1 1 

[ft®qTfa'5R-faoH^/206/80( 162)] 
wfavr ft, 

fRTfar qvs rsfiT, tPR ttfaPT 

O.N. 1163, — Whoicas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shn Siya Rapi Rai, Gosai Tola, Sadakat Ashram, Patna 
f Bihar) a contesting candidate for general election to the 
Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 206-Palna West 
constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Rept esentation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, lias 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Siya Ram Rai to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
bemg, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-L A/206/80( 1 62)J 
By Order, 
.S. C, JAIN, Under Secy. 

wrftnT 

qft fafat, 2 5 ' 3 j i nft, 1981 

WToSto 1164, — qq-. fftqfaq Wtftl tq hHIHM (ft qqT 
fft qft, 1980 ftijrr qffiTT'cf fwq xmi ft fan qrsrmr fftftm 

ft fan; 4 5 ftiffqfty fqqWq-lftq ft sjapr qrft qrrfapfK 

w) xtRiftfo qprf, fftar m, qTsftftnrr, qftnrR ( 5 ft) q r qft -68 
(pbhin) ftfa qfftfqfaqq srfftfftqq, 1951 ft«n qqftfa qqpr qrj 
faqftt 3RT stftfaq wqft fftaWq ®qqt qq qftft ft) ftqu qrfaqr 
qrtft n qrqqrq qft if; 

ftfa qq:, 3 qq qnfjmr ft, fftrr qift Tq ftt TO 

XETOTOT ft fair qftft sfqpq TTOTT FTfafamq q?t faqT | tffr 
fqftfaq ttwEr qq nuraK ft qqr S' far rroft tot to tPTFtqT ft 
faq qftft qqfcq qrimr qi TOEftfft?q q^f £; 

wq: TOT, qqq xrfftfftrrq qft ETRT 1 o-q? ft srqxRW ft faqfarr 
TOftq nqqfRT qqq ftt xiRoftro wq? qft ftqq ft farftt ftt wr 
ft qr faftt tfto qft fa UK qqT TORT fasrPT qfaqq ft qq*g 'ftft 
wrft ftfa ftft ft fan to TTiftiq qft qrfaj ft qtqqft qft q-.iMiqfft 
ft fan Pf'.lrA wtfw qRTO t 1 


[ft° qfT-fqoqo/ 45 / 30 ( 144 )] 
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ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 25th July, 1981 

O.N. 1164. — Wheieas the Election Commission is saisfied 
that Shri R. C. Sharma, Vidya Bhawan, Ketkipada, Dahisar 
(East), Bombay-68 (Maharashtra) a contesting cand date fob, 
geneial election to tile Maharashtra Legislative Assembly held 
in May, 1980 from 45-Borivali constituency, has failed to 
lodge an ucoount of his election expenses at all as inquired by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even aflcr due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for Lbe failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good lea- 
son or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
R. C. Shnrma to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of thi ec years from the date of this order, 

[No. MT-LA/45/80044)] 

art fTOTO, 31 ajarrt, i 98 i 

lies— to, feTOro aiTOa arr qqrarq ?fr TTOT 

fa? 4#, 19 8(1 if JTT rptPTO} faST-f 44T % ffaa EnSTfl f%TO , T4 

% fanr 49 -^rr fatrrq tot frofa-RTOq % ^qpr qTOk- 

anr TO tffat TOato, faajrtFr totTO, nr fTOr totoh, tovTOo 

vrrTOt 4i%, frotTOTO, tokS-sj (4?ite?) qbr qfqPrftrN 4f%- 

i%44, 1951 44T A^TOa SRIE qrr fqqTO SET 4%fTO fif% % 
TO% fqTOqq rq%T tpT %4tT anfat-.T 9?T% % TO9AT TO ft i 

tt>, TO., Wf AWlTOF SET fart 40 50011544 41 faOTT 

■■ if % uPTFr IqqiTO wain aq 4i[ TO wura ftr oar ft fa iri 

‘a 44 totobit % fqq TO# Wft ttea ar rAiTOfTOr q$f 

t; 

m. m, tpt Rfarfarrrr TO urn 10-97 % irfraoT t fanWa 
wraPT iRtasm qro TO TOTO; sfapra art tfara % f%TO TO aaa % 
ar fTOfr twa TO fartjrq aw atot fatna TOTOt % aaia 1% 
rsna sffa fatn 44 trfaar air arCfar a ar TO TO' LTAiafa 
% faro TOfTO 4474 ft 1 

[ffo a5T-fao4o/49/H0( 157)] 

New Delhi, the 31st July, 1981 

O.N. 1165. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dongre Sheshrao, Hindustan Co., Saw Mill Com- 
pound, L.B. Shastri Marg, Vihhroli, Bombay-83, a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Maharushua Legislative 
Assembly held in May, 1980 from 49-Knrla Assembly Cons- 
titnuccy, has failed to lodge an account of hi a election ex- 
penses within the manner as required by tile Representation 
of (he People Act, 195 1, and (he Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, after considering the representation made by 
the said candidate, the Election Commission is further satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, thcrcfoie, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Dongre Sheshrao to be disqualified for being chosen as and 
for being a member of either House of Pai Lament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA/49 /80( 1 57)] 
4 # fTOTO, 1 tor met 

STToWo 1 1 6 6, — TO", fTOfTO qitfET 4'! 447414 TOT ft fa 

rtf, 1 9 «n Jr Jq 4 grrr^ fTOT 4 art % fV torw frofaTA 


% faro; "is 6-arrT-rr fTCrAA-TOr Jr 44(4 aTO Afar qeTOwn 
TO fTO frgrjr f-fri.r.T, <r?r 4. 4, r, iff T ff, faff 

(A^PT^) TO wfafafaw WfarfaJT'T 1951 441 A^AR AAR 4) 

Pram srrr TOLtt eta [a^aa re arr -frrj 4r tjt aajt 
9E% Jr 44974 ft; 

Ufa TO, 444 474K4H 4, ART TJAAr fatT 444 41 ifr *4 
449ivT4r % faro to; 4rto ate 'nutato q,$t t-r-r, ft qfa 
fhTOAA 4(414 4PT 44944 ?[r 44( k fft 4f<7 4|4 t?4 4444Tr 
% farn afrf qrrtcr «rrpn4 4r rqrofffT'q ft, 

44. 44, 444 4^44 4t ETT4 lu-4 € 4^4 <4 4 f4«Tt44 

4(4 RT nq^Kr 444 TO fw fa4J4r Nrfat'f 44 444 4 fVTO TO 

4TO 4 4T f'eTO vpjq TO f44T4 44r 44T( f44T4 4i>45( 4ffT 
^4 41% ^14 97 faf V t(4 4r%4 %( 4rTOs 4 4(4 94 TO 97(41- 

TOu %■ ttrn Iqrfijq qitTO 47T4T | I 

[%° 4(fT-t4>!4o/ 18G/ao( 153)] 

New Delhi, the 1st August, 1981 

O.N. 1166.~Whereas the Election Commission is salt ed 
that Shri Sliinde Digamber Shrirang, Sadar Bazar, Jalna. i s- 
tin)t Aurangabad tMaharashtra) a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly held 
in May, 1980 from 186-Jahia Constituency, ha 8 lniltd to 
lodge an account of his election expenses at all as inquired 
by iht Representation of the People Act, 1951, and Ihe Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
ihe Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A ot the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the ■ aid Shri 
Shinde Digamber Shrirang to be disqualified for being chosen, 
as, and for being a mcmbei -f either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
Slate for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA|lS6j80(153)] 

mtpsn 1167 — 441, fTOrfatq utpW 94 trqwFT ?ft tot ^ 
far qf, i960 % jj4 q$rtr^ fwrr qm % farn 4Ttnr®rf%TO44 
% fapr 5 2-rjrp4 f%Vr44-tS4 % 5J4T4 *T!% 41% 

TO 4ifatT TOsr qpro, TOt t%4T4, ?ts TtTOsrT 44T? ^rr, 
(q faqq ), TO4^-8 0 (44RE4) rfm 5rf%f%ftE4 4f%f%44, 195 1 

44T 44 TOa tow 4 n f44%f ?rE 4%faT4 44% f%%T44 =44% 44 

4 1 ’ 

TO# %r TOar qrfarr 44^ Jf tetto TO ft , 

Toe TO, q<T4 4«fr44E: %, 4T447 groT fair 41% TO TO 

V4 444 1 TO I % fair %T# 4444 4TOT x 4TOt47TOT 4^ f%41 ft TOf ■ 
fatafapT EPfTO 94 ARTUR 44T ft far 44% 4(4 T4 4TO49r 
% f%E 4%# 44FeT 44 =74 ar R(TOfarr4 4^T ft, 

TO: TO, 494 AfariTOA TO APT 1 0-TT % 5EJ4T4 % f%%%4 
AtAPT TOl.aHJ 444 TO 41 f - 4 ^TKt JET" - 97 [ 444 % f%TO TO 
444 % ar fETOtTEr TO wura art tort TOto akto % 44et 
= 3 % 41% V\x %t% % fafu 5TI%4 TO 4rTO? % TOa 4% TO 944T- 
TOsr % fan) fard^A aTOtt TO.Tr ft i 

[rro 47JT-f£roiro/52/d0( 154)] 

t>.N. 1167— Whereas Ihe Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Patil Suresh Bahru, Patll Niwas, Dr. Rajendra Prasad 
Road, Mul and (West) Bombay-80 (Maharashtra) a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Maharashtra Legislative 
Assembly held in May, 1980 from 52-Mulund Constituency, 
has tailed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
us required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 



[(pet II- — pro 3 ( iii)] 


PEA 'FT THTW 1 fiRETC, 19, 19 8 l/pTI 28 . 19 0 3 


601 


And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure ana 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no pood 
leason or justifies ion for the failure; 

Now, thcrcfo;c, in puisuance of section 10A of the <-aid 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declines the said Shi i 
Patil Suiesh Bahru to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of cither House of Parliament or of 
rhe Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of thirc ycais from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA /52 /8-CK 1 54)] 

3TT°3Tij 11 G’T 8. — IT, fqqfaq StTRIP PT PPP-JR ^ W1 I fr 
trf, 198(1 ir^u TTTfFI'T ffUET PPT % fair nr'Tnir fqqfqq 
% Fm fqqpqq-eia it ppP qp unfr^rp- pfqtft 

WTOT Fqq V^CEt 8 7/5, 'tTPRr MR, P/TR •MMl'PC, JfTR, qrqfi-SZ 
(UgKI'P) EPF irfqfpfHR pfqfqqp. 1951 PPT trfffbr PPR 
* I '-l hi 9 iff gTTT xnFfuTP PPP fiiqia P I 'FT Pt p73T eifia'l 

rpT ir pppr it 

plE PP:, PR PtfifTTP ff, prpqt ^qqr fen PR TT (iff PT 
WbcRI % fpu TP# >F ER STJRT ftpr | pH 

ftdf-R PIPR FT 5W i?T PPT ^ APT TFT t(P W'T'FRdT 
% fptT Rf 'PTfR >FER tp RTPTfa'FT Pitt 

arq pa, pr qftrfqqp t?t pet 1 o-f =F p^ep fi- Free' 
Tfwm rffresrp ar JsOwt mm mr vpmfr f) £fwr 

Pt PR % tJT fiplff Tpq nff fa<rR PATWRT fatTR qfppr ^ 

ptr pr pFt sift ^ fpr w qr^ur Mr qrftqr q dFq mF 

iff TfHRFti % fkrtj piTr wept $ i 

[tfc TT?r-ft'ott(./52/80[ 15 5)] 

O.N. 1168. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shrimati Yashoda Ratan Butani, 87/5, Agra Road, Mulund 
Colony, Muluud, Bombay-82 (Maharash'ra) a contesting candi- 
date foi general election to the Maharashtra Legislative 
Assembly held in May, 1980 from 52-Muhmd Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of her election expenses at 
all as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder , 

And whereas the said candidate, even alter due notice, has 
not given any jeuson or explanation for the failuie and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that she has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Suit. 
Yashoda Ratan Butani to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA/52/80<155)] 
wtoWo use .— r ErFr qraFq *ft pathr pat! fr 

p£ 1 930 $ t^PRf fiftSTR PAT fRP PTSTPR fqqWq 
% fan 5 2-JjRR F^AP-Wct q q t Y PcrfrTTP Pt 

HRT RTtm, ITT- 7 qFp ^PTJT APT YlFTTAtfR iJTAfbq PtPTAfr 
WF AAR iXV, rppj, spjrf-80 (p^EEf) PbF JTPd firfuR qfijfpAq, 

1951 pat qpiftq apt^ 'tp FtapF set srFfsrq wf faqfqq 
saaF 'ft *FTf sft ^pjr trtitaR irrfijp ff ®Rq?r 7 ^ * - 

XfW TTTIT'F rjpm fpf PR Tf «ft WP 

FmPFRT % fair 'FTTW FTtRT mtl+viT Psf foTT ^ pW 
PrattR trpjVr i>t pprtTR mrr ^ Ff rp pt R'Ttfrt 
% Lrq »Flf mriR thpr m RR'Tfp-R | 

«R W, PFT FTfhfptPT p?T ETPT 10-71 % RfTPtt % fTRtR 
igltfR n7T^5PT vpR PTHRrr TP PBP ^F fsi4V vff pgp % 


pt frift Tpq gq [pqr ps,r wqpi fgffR 'rftmt nz a ^ 
ppT pTt ijid p fp'T ifp qpbir tTT ditia n pr pt tfr^wFaf 
"F fiin qrfarr ’fri ^ i 

[P" P$T-fP°pi >/5 2 / 80 ( 156 )] 

O.N. 1169.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Rajan Madhavan, C-7, Urn Kailush Ganga Coopera- 
tive nousing Society, Dcvl Jjayal Road, Mulund, Bombay-80 
(Maharashtra) a contesting candidate for general election 
to the Maharashtia Legislative Assembly heJd in May, 1980 
fiom 52-Mulund Constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses at all ns required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, cien after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation foi the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the sa,d 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Sbri 
Rajan Madhavan to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of Ihree years from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA /52/80(156)] 


qf faritT, 7 ptIPT, 19 8 1 

sTTosto ii70. — tR.fqqfqq pipr tp ppipr ppr 

pf, I 960 if §P qyrpsj firtTR PPT %■ fiTT PrHTPP fppTqq 
% ftp lSfHTRPijrfl- fmrfqq-tffpf ?T *fTR pfY ptqfTiRn: 
pT fPTP>m ptptfr tbHTP, tfbrp ppp, jrt, p^ft PRppft, 
fxPTPr<PPT (TiifTP^:) pt<r; afpfpfcp pftrfqqp, 1951 ppt ptjtftp 
mrrq fpppf Eirr p^Fstp Mw *wr ttt «FTf »fr 

^PIT tpfijfp TrR $ PPPTP (£; 

pW pp-,pqp pnfRpn: pjrp g^pr far/ pr pt -4r 
PPWTT <6 fpp iprt PTTP PW FTPfbPTP Pft ftPT | P“rr 
fpqfpp PRtP 77 T PPTPR 51 W % PPT PTP ?P P 777 TP 
qr fspi mrfR 'Frew pt rp/IFpr 

pq , pq, p«fp pFpFtpp ptV arm 1 o-=f % p fqqFpq 
prr upqsmp pr pF RRitTUT: prpftp pi pp? ^ 

fcft pr ppp tr pr Ffr tirt [prjR pm ppqj finnq 
pfrmr 4 pqtp ^ rr sfl’t ?TP % fpp i[p ptct "ft prrt P 
pr mF Tff 'FTP'Rftr Y fiqt[ firdfer prfqq prpt 1 1 

[po pqr-fpo p ,./ 1 8 0 / 8 0 ( 1 58 )] 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1981 

O.N. 1X70. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Nerlikar Madhaorao Dcvrao, R/o Gautam Bhawan, 
Enina, Tq. Parbhani, DistL, Parbhani (Maharashti a), a con- 
testing candidate for general election to the Maharashtra 
Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 180-Kalamnuri 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation oi the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

.And whetea* the said candidate, even after due notice, 
h'is not given any leason or explanation for the failuie and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Elec. ion Commission hereby declaies the said Shi i 
Netlikar Madhaorao Devrao to he disquilified for beinc chosen 
ns, and for being a member of cither House of PuilNmcrt or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Com, >1 of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of his order. 

LNo. MT-LA /180 780(1 58 17 



[Part II— Sfic. 3(iii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 19, 191/BHADRA 28, 1903 


602 

SToatc 1X71. — TOT:, fftTOTOV TOTON *PT «TTTm^5> TOTT ft fa' 

TOt, 1980 ft fti iVerr-r qq % farr qitriTq fqifaq 

% ffaq ISJ-TiT^i ft ^TON XT IT TO ft dUH'i^T 

TO troTOr qfhrpr qrqfaqriTT, ij» ? to° qr-sr^r, qrTOrrr qroTO, 
far to TiTTcro (TTRr 1 ^) ft nr qPTfftfbro qFtrfftqq, i 9 5 i m 
?R[trfn TOffTT TTtT pTWt 5ITT qftfsm TOftft fftqtTOT «TOTf TO ITT? 

TO wr toITOt vTO Jr qqw qft f 

qfa HI, I'cS TTOtTOITT ft, qwTT? gpTTO faq ifrft <TC TO' FT 
WqTOTTO % fftC[ Tit qTTOT SW TOTOrTOOT qftf (*WT ft TOk 
fftTOn ifftrrT TO qTOUW ftt FIT ft f*F qq% TOq FT qqTOTTO 
% fatr TO? TOT ft ft 'FRiiT TO TOPTTqTO ftftf ft ; 

tot. w, tof WiViTmT to enrr to-q <t; qqqroT ft fftTOrro 
TOTOft UftlSlTT TOF «rc TOFqft qATOTO TRflflTOT TO TOT 
«C fTOTf ql qTO % TO fTOTf TTTO ITT fftETM TOT ATOTT ffttTTft 
<T('ftq^ % WH njfa 5T(ft flk fttft V PT£T ^q 3Tf%ifr TO TTRfflT ft 

ftk tot to vmnxiu ^fr tqftftq ftTfaft totot ft 1 

[(to xtsjMtoto/ t sj/ho( 159)] 

O.N. 1171. — Whereas the Eleclioti Commission is satisfied 
that hhn Kamble Maitrao Namdeorao, At and Post Pathri, 
Tq, Pathri, Distt. Parbhani (Mahai ashtra), a contesting can- 
didate for geneial election to the Maharashtra Legislative 
Assembly held in May, 1980 fioin 183-Pathri Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made (hereunder ; 

And whcieus the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Kamble Marotrao Namdeorao to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or legislative Coun- 
cil of a State for a period of three years from the date of 
this order. 

[No. MT-LA /l 83 y 80( 159)] 

stoto 1172 to, frotro qpfm ft tottot ftt tot $ 
far qf, 1980 if ifu toptt^ faum tot $ fftq TOsrmr fftftfqq 
% firq 1 s 4 -tttojt: fftftNq-^q Jr ipror trsft toJt TOfttrorr rift 

qmft T TH T i l qraTOT, IT 0 farTO TOXTOftl (TOITF^) ftk 

qfirfftftnq qfsrfftroT, 1951 toto qaEffir totp to front jttt 
scrqfefTtT wift frofro ®wf to ftff iff TOro nfiaq TOft Jf qq^tq 

ft; 

qk to., wr TOrffroP if, q«TTt tjTOT fro; ^pr to ifr 
15 q TOTOTOT % fTO TOTO TOTT froflyro froi I 
fWm qw>r TO TOTPTO Sf TOT I ftt TOT TO TOTOTOT % 
ftpr “Frf TO for TOTO TO MTpfffqTO R^f ft ; 

to: to, qro qftrftrro nh tttot io-»f % tojtoot JfPrRfq^. 
TOfhr to^Ji^t sfr ttt^ tttopt tototo nft wro % froff 
vft qro % xtt froft Trjq iff from tott wtot fromr tItot % 
toto to TOt qftr gift ^ fro; to tn^JT iff qrfli Jr rffir Ft 
iff VMiifftr ^ fro; ffrrfTO iftfro tttot ft 1 

[^0 TOTu-fiToqo/i84/80( 1 60)1 


O.N. 1172. — Whereas the Electioi Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ubale Ramrao Bhaurao, Post Partur, District Pm- 
bhani (Maharashtra) a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly held in May, 
1980 from 184-Partur constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses at all us required by tbe 
Representation of the People Act, 1931, and the Rulc9 made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failuie and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ubale Ramrao Bhaurao to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Mate 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA/184/80U60)] 

STOTO 1173. — TO:, GuTTO tmfPT WT TOTOTO ftl TOT ft 
fit fif, 19 80 if 50 fTOPT TOT % fTO mOTTO fTOfTO 

£ fTO 1 S4-TORJT frofTO-^iT ff qqpT TOft TOT TWffTOTT «ft 

q^froff iroTr qfqR itto to^t, fron qrtroff (qvTTT*?:) 
qfitsfqPrfiw qwfirTO, 1951 tot q^tffq TOTtt to fqrof rm 
qJftTq qqft fqqfro snff »n irff fir Jrmr TTfiro tot Jfwrotq 
Tft ft, 

qk TO., TOT TOqiTOTT ft, q^TOt TfRIT ft»I TOft TO ftf TO 
qqTOTOT ^ fqq ifTTOT TOIT TO^pfTTO qjff fror ft qk 

frofqq qpfpr to qqmiq 15 ft tot ft far tpt to tototot % 

fftir Hftf qqfrq TOTO TO TOlkTOT q^t ft; 

qq- qjf, tot qfsrfftro ift birr 1 o-q n qijqro if fftnfqq 
qpffq TO'^sttt to?t «fir qftrfkff fftfitft to qqtr % froff 
■<fr tot % to fitqft TO fatnq qro qron {wpt 
ftr qror ijft irrft qk $'Tft ^ ^ , ( Tr toTOt TO TTRitr Jt ftm 
TO TOroqfq % fqq TOFto irriqr ft 1 

[qo q^rofqoqo/i 84/80 ( 161)] 

O.N. 1173. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Mahadeo Kaduji Sonone, Post Partur, District Par- 
bhani (Maharashtra) a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly held t n May, 
1980 from 184-Partur constituency, has tailed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said Candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure apd the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, Iherefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declare® the said Shri 
Mahadeo Kaduji Sonone to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA/t 84/80(161)] 

qf fkrif, 1 2 qTOT, 1 981 

spoMoiiyi — -. to., frofror wpfPT to qqrqTqft't tott ft far 
qf, i 960 Jf ftq to[tto£ frorrq qqr% fsrq miw fftTOTOr 

^ fqq 285 irrtTOT fftqfTOT fftq ft ito qift Ttft 
TO "ttopJ qsqq tt 4 qTOTTh qqfaqFfT, fftq v TOtft 
qfqrjv, fatTO TOqrjr (qfrTOj) TO* qfqfqfERq qfftfftTOT, 1951 
TOT TOTirr qtr fftqqft 5TTT . qfffliTq qqft fftTOro toTO ITT 

TO? TO fan toFTOt qrft ft mvH qf ft; 
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RTTR TT TTORR ■ fRRWT 19, 199l/Rrff 2 8, 190 3 


RV Rr7, rp f R VElfp"Rp (fiTl faR >07. TT«TT^<i-T 9R fifTO 
% TOTR fRRtaR RTRTR RTT as *ft HnRIH ffl RRT & fo 3Rqr 

ttt sr rrrtoc % faprtiTi mrim tor itt RmftfapR Rift ff; 

RR Rq, TO WfafwR STTRT 1 (HR % RRRRR it ffiRfap 
«WH t{R^irRT TOT '-ft TORHWRaRPT RiaTTIR *RT RRR % 

farff *fr to %■ rt fwifr rm qff fam w rrrt faro ifTO 

% TOR SJR TO TO TO % TO ?R RTTR *ff TOtw if TO R't 
Rff ’STRIRfer % TO TOTO RtTO TOTT it I 

[tf» RjfTofRoRo/285/80( 1 62)] 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 1931 

O.N. 1174. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ulape Laxmanrao Sakhuram, Ulapemala, Sugar Mill, 
K, Bavada, Kolhapur, Kolhapur District (Maharashtia) a 
contesting candidate for general election to the Maharashtra 
Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 fiom 285-Karvir 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of h,s election 
expenses at all ns required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, after considering the representation made by 
the said candidate, the Election Commission is further satis- 
fied that he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ulape Laxmanrao Sakharum to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

(No. MT-LAi/2 83/801162)1 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of secticn 10 A of ‘he said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares ihe sa.d Shri 
Bapu Gawade to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Patliament oi of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
fo r a preiod of three years fiom the date of this order. 

rNo. MT-LA/245/80G6H] 

pf TOft, 19 RTfR, 1 9 ft 1 

5RoW° 1176 T'l . fuuluH RTRfR RTT 9 HTLTTR RRT ft 
ftt Rf 1 98 0 R fR R^ITRJ TOtR RRT 4? TO RpTCR TOTO 
% TO 1 2 9-RT'jf Ir'rWr TO if RRT9 TOr 91% RtTOTF «ff 
tTOTt RTRT VTRT, RuTO (TO) Tfo TOiRT, RTTO TO TOff 

RTRT (RETRS?:) TOi fffTOTOT pfttfRRR, 1951 RRT TOftR 
RRTR a u firmfi grp trrftTR sprit f-iRru-r -v; at rti a) t 111 

TOt TOtr qTO Jr wrrw r# ft- , 

TO TO TO TOf'mrc R, TORT JJ-TOT frn TO qr «f r 

?R RRRiRRT % TO thf PTOR WTOT RTTOpTW Rift fipR ^ 
TO fTOTO RTRtR TO RRTtJTR if) TOT & fqt RR% RTR pR ST RTOR t 
% TO TO TOTO TOW RT TOtfTO RjfTft, 

str: rr, rrr RTOnTR rY err 1 n-9t rt ■ratot Jr firuJ^R 
srrtftR iTR^arrr to '-ft ^ttrtx mpr tirt tr rr^ frRr »fr 

tTRR % RT fttfft -VTO Tff 1 fipjrR RRT 3TRRT fRUpT qfrRR % Rprq 
Rpf qftv 5 YY % fqp tr wrYiR rY tow it RtR R'f qft 
RwtRftr q, firrr Prtfi^ Rlfcr rto ft i 

[Ro RffTofRoRo/i29/ao( 164)] 


Rf 14 RRFT, : 1.981 

WT°«fo 117 5- — RR , fhRWR WWtR "61 RRTOTR Jtl RRT ft 
ft? R§, 1980 Jr Rirrnt:^ fwisrrR rrt % farr rirtw PptTrr 
"ft fro 245-5^«fl fRRfRRAW % RR1R RlY RctflRTO «ft 

ai^f rrt^, srrii- 113 . r t° fwrfi, ’jt-is, 

RfRfRfiwr srftrfiRTR, 1951 RRT m(tftR RRTtf RR 
fRRtff urn wrY fRTtRR spiff 5R qff$ *ff %iar rtPir 

qtv% Jf RuRiR ff ; 

"it i RR; RRR RerfiRRiv if, fir-TR Ra H 1 fq ,r RiY Rv sft RR 
STRRRTRT % fbpt Rtf^ RRmR tTRRT "RPPrqtrq r 41 fq J i 1 ^ si3 1 fuqf-qu 
WIRtR qtl RRTEITR RRT ft fe RR% 9TR RR WRRRRRT % fiTR 

"flf rVpr rtfr rt mRiitlqRr Riff ft; 

RR RR, TO RfRfRRR, Rtf EWr 1 0-R % R-RTOT if fRPtRR 
RTPTR RRRfTTr TO «ff RT^ RRTf Rtf RRR % f%rrfr iff RRR % Rf 
ftTtff TJRR qff fRRTR RRf RPTT fRRTR RffRR % RRFR rY Rpf 

qi f%R ^r ri%R qff r6w r ?ffR irf qff qnRpqftJ 

% f%rr fa v Fqri RffhR qtRTr it I 

[R° RRtofRoRof245/80/( 1 63 ) 

New Delhi, the 14th August, 1981 

O.N. 1175. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Bapu Gawade, T-113, H, A. Colony, Pimpri, Pune-18, 
District Pune (Maharashtra) a con'esting candidate for 
enoral election to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly 
eld in May, 1980 from 245-Haveli Constituency, has failed 
lo lodge an account of his election expenses in the manner 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidat*. even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or exnlamtion for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason nr justification for the failure ; 


New Delhi, the 18th August, 1981 

i).N. 1176 — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Valragade Sagar Rama, Dhamoli (Mcghc), Post 
Kotamba, Tal. and Dislt. Waidha (Maharashtia), a contest- 
ing candidate for general election to the Maharashtra Legis- 
lative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 129-Wardha Consti- 
tuency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
at all as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explan ition for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of Ihe said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declaies ihe so id Shri 
Vniragade Sagar Rama to be disqualified for being chosen 
ns, and for being a member ®f cither House of Parliament 
or of the T egislative Assembly or Legislative Counril of 
a State for a period of three years fiom the date of this order. 

[No. MT-L A /1 29 '80(16411 

R^ D r ' r -fi , 1 9 RRTR, 1981 

SR 0 W 0 1177 . — RR:, firqfRR wtoYr qR RRltIH fit RRT ft f5p 
R$, 1980 % 5 R RRFTRT fatTTR RRT "ft fRTT RTRTRR fR"tfRR H 

fin v 3 2-RPT 7 " f-FI InR-stf % RRTR H il) Rid J 44 f[^q | v sffRRt 

^RR RVtR ^ftTlR RRT fuqiu 3TRTT %T, 9*qf-28 (RV! I J 1% ) 
RtR RfqfrftPR RfipfROR, 19 51 RT RPlflR RRRr Rrr fippif 5FT 
R^ftTR sold PiR)RH 09 iit qR qitf «ff qifiqq Jf STRRRT 

^ ? ; 

qftR RR , TOT TOftRPR RRTRT ^RRT fipr qT sff Tpr 
RRRtRRT ^ f%R qstf RR^T RRm WT^qrrR mff fffRT St qftr 
fRqtpR RTRfR RR RRTRTR Ft RRT it ftt RR^t RTR ER RRqRpTT 
% fRn- qtjf Rpfcq q, f t iq 1R r'TPtl Rf'-R R3% ^ 
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sr?r *jeT, tfjfaqu ter snrr i o-s; % if Pnfa" 

3p?)? URTSTTr rtefa TcfRW tet SIR % fa?) ter 

7^rf % ztt fater tpq ter f?sm smr farar? Tfc?? % *m? 

?te 53rr?r sffa *fi? ^ fa?) ^ ^ ^ <ft? ^ ^ 

s ;m^ fg te fait) fatef? terfafi •cht 1 1 

[To 32/80/(16 5)] 

New Delhi, the 19th. August, 1981 

O.N. 1177. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shrimati Telang Saroj Deridas, Gang? Niwas, Ranade 
Road, Bombay-28 (Maharashtra), a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly held 
in May, 1980 from 32-Dadar Constituency, has failed to 
lodge an account of her election expenses at all as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that she has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now,, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shrimati Telang Saroi Devidas to lie disqualified for being 
cho»en as, and for being a member of either House ol 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the date 
of th : s order. 

[No. MT-LA/32/8C165)] 
?f faete), 20 STDfT, 1981 

trroSN ti78, — Ter, fate?? smfbr ?? ??rar? ft w 
| far rrf, i960 Jr § t) wrrrsj ftsrr? ton % fat) mw?? 
fa??? % fait) 99-TRtT faumpT-ifar J) SCTET ?fa ?*?)- 

cq-r sfr tesbra tjtrrtn: ?r? 407, sprite wfa.?? ?t#r, 
fa:?T (rr^RPif), 5rfafafa?? teuf???, 1951 cT®TT 

t ter? gsritr ?t) fate) grtr telfar? nte) farters 5??f ?rr tell 
ter Jim s.fcsr ?te) te pw? f; 

tefa ??:, ??? ?«ffa?R te, tjctrr g??T fair ?rte tt ter 
|-tr sRptHni - ter fart) tel! + 1 < u v n??t wtefaR? ?^1 fa?T ^ tefa 
fate?? srrtefa ??r?r? ft turr | far tt? ?? sprwdi 
te fat) teif tterr ttpot ?r r?Ttef?c? ??) 

m m, ??? srfafter? ter him io-? % rr^r^r Jr 

fate?? srrtefa ??? «f) tttsr ?r? te) te?? % 

fate ter ??? % ?r fate th? te) faur? ??r ???r (tear? afa^,?#? 
??t? ter srite ter ?rte % farq; ?? rrrte ter dirf-af Jr te)? ?te 
te) Trrrnter % far fatet? tefter 4 R?t | i 

[te° trfr-faroiro/99/80( 166] 

New Delhi, the 20th August, 1981 

O.N. 1178. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Deshmuk Gangadhar Nathu, 407, Navipet, Jai 
Kisanwadi, Jalgaon, Disti ict Jalgaon (Maharashtra), a 
constesting candidate for general election to the Maharashtra 
Legislative Assembly held in May, 1980 from 99-Yawal 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation of the 
People Act. 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whtreas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not grven any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Comtnhsion is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, m pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Desmukh Gangadhar Nathu to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Leggislative Assembly or Legislative Council 


of a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. MT-LA /99/80U 66)1 
sn° 1179, — ftf ., farter rdteu °pt ThTtmT te 
rpiT | fat hf, 1980 *T ft) fasTR U’u T faP) BTSTTET 

farter % fan) 99 -tnrrr farter-te % rr,r ^rte rfar Ttte- 
jtt te terter srrrrrrr terrj, rrte, fMrtf rTrrr, far?rr rrETir 
(rrfmrf), ten terfafer tesrfarn, i 95 t rrr dter w) 
nr fatef gm srteter rrte fatenr nrte nr nrf te fatsrr Ttter 
nte Jr 

ter nr:, tj^r tjtefrrrr te ssf^ri fat) 3rfa tt te 
wnm % fan) tel ncR ttrrrr wtermr r|t farr | ter: 
farter rrrter nr mrir 5) nrr | far tjr%rnr^r rrm^FfT 
% fan) tel rte'=r nrrn n Rrrtefarr r|) 

rrr- srr, tsrr ^rfarfarr te Enrr 10 -n % r r t r t .11 
farfrr mter t)r^snr tjrr te rfmrr jp+rmr: te ter? 

% fate te rrrr k n fate htt te frETT? mrr nrrt fnrrr 
rfarr % rrrrr te rrr ter: % fat) mter te rtte? 

Jr ter rr te nrterfn % fan) farrffr tefarr nrrr | i 

[rfo rfr-faogo/ 99 / 8 o( 167 )] 
rfar Jr, 

ept rrr, rrrrrrfarr 

O.N. 1179. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sonawane Prabhakar Jangalu, Vadri, Tal. Yawal, 
Distt. Jalgaon (Maharashtra), a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly held in 
May, 1980 from 99-Yawal Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses at all as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And .whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sonawane Prabhakar Jangalu to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State foi a period of three years from the date 
of this order. ( 

[No. MT-LA /99 (SIX 1 67)] 
By order, 

DHARAM VIR. Under Secy. 
?! ftete, 3 fafPKR, 1981 

sn°sTt> 118O — te?? teJrfarfte? teaftem, 1951 
(1951 4 rr 43 ) te tmr 106 % sper'? Jf, far?)??tnte? 
i 960 te fate?? site ?o 7 Jr ?rrtrr??, ? p 3to 

?? %■ yivty losurrl, i98i4?r far?? tpresra wrfarasrtrrr 

I 1 

faHrfcPT terte tesgr 7 - 1 980 

te ??T*r q?qfa n'sr ??? 

rrwteti te *rfrte? fte, 

tT| farte?? srrte ?rte h tenter ?o t te 4 ??% ?t? 
srw % ?? 1980 Jr?vTT Jr^rr ttj? fra? te? Jctr?? 

% fate te) ?fa te fawn ter t 1 
HTtea? ^wsrrn: | 1 ?? ??r? te q?% ter rwnfa 
faster ttt? te 1 rwra te fan n 

?? fa?? ter ?? te far? 3? |irr ?r 1 
ftefitr 1 7 - 6 - 8 0 ter ??,?? srr?;? terr pfafarfar ?fafa ?4 aff 
arn 147 te) tori (1) rrcr sr?? srfan?) rr site)? 
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*rrar ht tttts : fnH*H7 1 o, issi/m 28, 1903 


ny irfa^TT orr ft fit ffi $ ot: rt* w f«R hot * 
fafifftm wrpff Ir h? w'rtTT «rfir | fV * *<r fitfot fit yrr 

*7%%%" fiprhP 7-7-1980 % it* ■q'ftr fitHtfirT *t h i 

ufit tPHpg- if ^3ff% *h fin?** *r TrfirTfit fa'T t*p 
ffiftHH f*HT : — 


*- hpt fifStoft 1 (Nominatiny) hph fir wIStt fSrfa 

24-6-80 i 

t- hpt ffirviH fit fifirstr (Scrutiny) fir ftfir 25 - 6- so 
h- enrarfiH (Candidature) HTfrtr fiff fit HTfHPT f*rf*r 

27-6-80 I 

h- ny fnffi ftprfit, *rRr ppm* jot, hitth ?>rr t-7-ao 

t°. hjt firfir ffinfi yt ffratHH tppr *7 felt wtt 1 

7-7-8 0 I 

Trfit firr ffpitHH kphTh % httt H7*T7 % 'nprtf fi 

?ft* TrfHfHfEiTT irfaftripT fir tmr 2 1 jra stth *t 

HfitH*7?r jit fif ithj fito ftnj, ^finr, htt 7 stir fHaTH Hm 

wra:, srftroft HO 5 fit tH fipTfiTH % ftp* fefHH flTf*TTt 

fnqw ffinr 1 fit yfTotfto fay if 3 fif fan 17-6- 

i 98 o fit Htfipr -nrSt ffirr fifa *r>Hf«rn : f fi 24-6-30 fit fifa 

8 4 fa T fi <T 0 4 m- HIh f Hi -1 'T3T Hlfi I 

nrfif h afa r fir 30 1 fr-fr H tm-nfa -tpt Fh?»m th (Nomina- 
tion paper) fort* 24 - 6-1 980 fit 7Tfira fait 1 fort* 

2 5- 6-80 *1 THfi 1 <J|H % TPFT srpff fit TfTT if HfTTfitH' 1 
% HPT fHHKIH HIT % fiSHT* fl=S OTTfWHt HSrf if ftpR *H 
*mfr % fstH H* fft WTH% HHH £ Hff Hf t f% fitH HTWl H 
HffTHsft H*HT 1 *T HTHTHTH HH *1 STTHTH fop | % <far 
Hpit * FtH F5TH H$ H TOtf>H iR W P ^ jrr jfffcff 

3 hhh Hit m «fV i frefHH trrf'fiHT if JTmf ^ mafn *t H r Hr- 

*T T fTHT I 4-7-19 80 WH Jfff tftr 3HH 

ITpff *T 4 1 HH fH% HHT Ho 1 *> 3 2 5 HH fH% I 

afHHSfi Ho 1 *1 fe-fHH PtfHHR H fHWffHH HtpTH pRT I fiRTTr 

1 2-8-1 980 Hft Ht4f H H? fHHtHH HXsfT Hr%H *V I 

5n8ff<fHHS *^nr HT fV flHTH HHT % HTT WHPT HH 

1 9 8 0 % HHH HRTf *f JHT, HIT HH ST?ST HT I TPHTH H 

3^^ HHTHf ft? 17-2-1980 *> HTHf fklTH HHT rr^fa H 

hIhSITH 3 5 6 ^ P'H*tH WfStyHHf 5fT^' Hrr% »Pt HTT 

s> «ft Tfrr P^HTH 9%HT HH % TnfHqTH HVf 

hh wtHTHt TiryrPy jj- f^fpr jfr tr? «fy i %ft m* arnpHr^H 
trfitfHHH *fl rrPT 15(2) % tufrn ftoft nrfan HtTr'THTr*r *> 
'JHTH % farT TTfttyHHT Hfp'f *ttt % fair fjpf, ^ ^ ^ >ff 

Tn^ofn h fHf^H st of «ft 1 rnrH 3 ? prn 'pn'H ht Trra^HHr hT 

fHHT* 2 5-4-1 080 Ht TTTTTTH HFT HT^f iff nf eft HK TT^TT 

>fr 1 ^ th wfEpjHHr irn h^h ^ W p^qfn fr nftf 

^ pftffn H?fr fff efr I fHHf’HH TTPJPT h «fr -rwm^r H 
Ht f H HHTH % HPTTfT it TTfayHHT *p'r HTT^t % pHH srtHHT *f 
«fl HHf* 3H*T HPHHl TTCprfH »JT^fY HT%H ^ | thThit 

HH trftpJHHf Hr TTHTHH JH ^HfH H H4 HTPlf *f ^HPT f; 
tr^u ht wh: ^hPhh ^hSt H fnaff hh tfr ?h tt pH-r hht % 
HHTH H VTTH %H HT *rf TrRpPfT Hff HT I 
673 GJ/ 81 — 3 


6 O 5 

lpr<t trorTn 5rr*ff ifr Tik fr 5 ? «fr f* *ft qrro 'ffo ftr? *r 
th hhth % f?r^ fraxPfH srrfen: fn^HH n^f f*rrr srr hhtht ht 
Tffftr UPT 21 Ht* !rfHfHrEITH HTrsrffpPT 1951 % HTHPfff HH 7 T 
HRorfr httPott: (Govt. Officer) $r o^rr fHjHH 

H*Ht HT flit «ft OHo tfio fit? fHHIH HHT ft HfHH «t, 777- 
*rfr wiFhhk Hff I 

tmrfrT wruff ffnaP fr H 5 nfi hF f* Fhh tppt irftr- 
>TOt Ho 1 % fHP HHPfi ft HTHTHTH H5 HlfirtH fip^ , HH HHH H* 
H^tH fHlTR-HWT *T HHFT ftH H?r HTW fifHSTH $ HPJTTPC H^f 
rft eft I (jt<T 7m flHt* 27-6-80*1 7ft Hf ) THfitfi 24-6-80 
«ft art HTHtHTH HTT fmft HKT7 l *T HtfilW Ht %, *5 *TT 
Hfir THfirqr Fhttv.Fhh tpRuht % nnor TTf^Fnt *t CTH#t*rr *7^ 
*T^fr HHTfr aft f i 

TtfHPT TTTTftrfTf H«PET if irtp ifir Hf «ft f* 3fi fHHf'HH 
hththttF (electoral roll) finn: «ft nf *ft H? Ht 
«ft I 3HHH H^[ *(TH( HT f* HratHTff fTHffpt HtrfHiTR 5T7T ?t 
^HT7 TT HHHft «ft fff*H 3HHft fHJ{fiRT Tt H^fT tft *ft* 1 1 TPt 
W, HTHPTtfr fHHfTH *7 ff «ft | 

Stpff H TH fHHrHH Ttrfrif HrT'TSft Ho 1 % pfilfTHH ^HTH 

TifHpi (afirreft ho 2 ), uP7 rwnr htw (stfipnfft h» 3 ), 
HTT7 * Trmrcr (HfHHsfi f» 4 ) hht frsfHH *rrf*H7 iff 
ITHo cfto ffilj (afaHaft Ho 5 ) *t HtHHff HHTHf *ft I 

snrtr4T Ho 1 ft tttth fkfws *hh HifiiTT ftrarr 1 HPPff Ho 
2, 3 H 4 ftfH*7 T* *THH fifiHPH *HH HTfijTT ftWT I HPrtT 
Ho 5 fr*lf fpfiHH *HH Htf^P *nff fiPHT I 

HtHf firfiTH *<pff fi UHTH Hlfi *ft Hf | fTtfi# 3H*t WTpT- 
WHH H HfflHn: HH*t TTHTH fHHT’H tftfH St Hfjt fep *T 7fT f I 
rjHHft Pf ft tfft *71 HHT | ftr WIH 5JHTH iff aft JpffHT PWriH 
ft fHHfHH WnftH * fni«r TT aftryHHT HTft *7H $T STm *t 
th Ht 1 pjarfH *r TrspTfn h wh^ hh wFhhtk 5PHTTft#rH 

(delegate) p f 1 %hh mf^t irfi 3^1% rprpff Tft 

fi* TfTH’TfH - TPT HH HtHTTf *T HH’lH 71*^9 ft * WUtTTH 

(Superintendence), fn^TH (direction) »fi 7 ffrHHjPH 
(Control) * PiftH ftrHf HrfiHf I 71T?Hft ff tthh- 
hth ft tTrfcn * fiJHTH! *tf *nfiT(ft H^t ifi i thRt^ FT^ f fip 

TpfTH pTHHTH Hr Pfrf *r Tf-pitTH f*Ht ^ I HH vf| rjH*f HTP H 
htst Hnr f* eft ittto tfio tnr nft* Sr fVdfpr TrrftHt7 
firrjHH f*H Hfi I HiTHH Sr FTHHtT WffiHH7 ft f i apff 
wh wraftr Srvff Hvjfjfr tthtp: fenr f* 2 4-6-8 0HftftaTH fht ^ 
Hfi FHHrfHH HT7H HTP aftlHf if HTH St H8PT Hjfi H I 7? 
H73TT HTTT fV HHHT fHHTHH H^t ?(t fTHTffPT eriffiHT aPT 

HtfitH f*HT HT H*r HT pV IhhWh WfHtH ft fit* vFrfHftlTH 
WfufftHH Hfi m77 73 % ITHpfH 9-6-80 *t TTT fifitJ Hrf&yHHI 

irrft *t jfir «fr «ft7 thFhh nfit frn it fHHTH hht *r hhh HHHr 

JTTfiHT I PTH HHT IrHH fHtTTH TTHH % 5TTTT HTF *7% % ffitj 

Sr i wt fifr H H 7 fi 'fit t * T h*% *f i h? fit Hr^rf* 

fon f -H H Hl'HTH’fit fTHt* 19-6-80 "Pt fHHfTH %t aft, 17 - 6-80 

*t Hjt I H 7 fit * 7 T f* 5PHf fHQTH HHT % HHPff % ^HTH % 

Pthth; *tf WTfH th FthWh vrfit if ntfr *7 h*hi hht aft- 

TWt HO 1 % ffiTHTHi fit TH HHTWim H Hffit OTTftr H^t 
jtHTHT Hfitf* THHir HTHTHTH HH fit FPT fifi HTpff ff fiPHT HT 
fwtft m H?t fit fit I HR if HJ fit HTHffi fit H# f% Hfit- 
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Rsfr 2 WKI 5 FT 'TWFPT HRTHt TORT siW 

STftrf ftftF , 1981 ftt STTT 8 2 % FFfaR & ft I 

iw) (pleadings) to fftMTO Frftftr 'nr^rer 

froF fRara fro$ (issues) RRfft nft — 

1. ftt RTRdf fo 2 5 ?r r rrq^T s fttF FfftfHfftra TtfHfftHF lost 
ftt HPT 82 % RRTOtft ft dH1*M ft TOrFF aFlft Rft If 9 Ffft 
ifFT !) Rt OTT RRT TOFTR f, 9 

2. (ft) WT TOftlff Ro 5 fttF TOfftfftfuTR HftlfHRH , Ul 5 1 
ftt HPT 21 % StFtFH R: fftF 8PF SFFHT ^TpfpT SrTfHFTft 
FT TOTOF FT 9 

(«r) aft R^t ftt rrt ft? fftftrfca fHaftaF % IV fftafRR 
*rrFpp ftsr tot it fan^ra f*fprr tit ffrt to i 

(h) Rfft Rfft Ht RRT RHftSPT RFTRT RRT fftftrRF TOR ’> 

3 . it *wr ffttrrR fft Fawt am firm wi htot fftft 
jrcR*ff f° i ft swifT ft tot ft RTFtFft tort tt^h *rr fV 
Rfft ftflT FT Ft W WH FlFtFR fePpT Rnfftm TOFff Ro 5 

arm tot to ft TfttFK farm tot 9 

nr. TOr rtrPmfl' t» 2 rhthr 4 ft ftrPrr frh 8 ? ftp 
Ho 37 Rr irfftWT fa- Rfftf TO ftt TOFT HfrfwfnFTft HTR-fftaTOT 
ftro tot *rr, ftt Rtot gn Riftf mPtosO f° 1 ft FTF-fftaror ftt 
rhWY ftft if fftaftHa ( Estopped ) | 9 

4. TOT Stpff Ft SRTOff fto 1 % fTOfro TO TOPTItT TOR TO 

wftrroT Rift $ <#rrr fft snroff Ro 2 totto 4 ft fftfliR wItoto 
ft ft»T 39 if TOT TOr 5 9 

5. TO TOT fftafftF RTFrRftt t«r TO if fttlTO MY Ft % 9 
HT. Ffe R$t ftt SHFtRFTR 9 

R. TOT RT*ff Rrt IF PtoWr 'TOJft ft fTOpTR RTRTRTO Rrt 
^ftftft ftft TO HftlFP" R^t \ ^Rr fft JTTO«ff T« 2 TOTTHR 4 Rr 
fftffta RfRTOTH ft ftp 38 ft F^l TOT St 9 

a. f. tot fro TOPrrot % fftaWa it rtr Ptht toto fhtw 

Rpft TORferor R^f RT 9 

HT, TOT RTOTRT TO it fftafffta Rtftft rfcrr pTRfRR HRsfr 
%^TT 18?T 2 7 *t RTTT RRT Tftr tot toRTO TRTt RR ^RT 
RTRtTOT TOR TO pp R^t RT 9 

H. TOT Upff MY YR fRRpRR RTlft it fRHTR RRT RRTOT % 

Ttir rY ^RYrft YR to rOttor r^t S fRtRRPff ro 2 rrtrr 

4 Rr PrfWR WfRTOTR % Rrn 2 8 R TOR RRr f 9 

I. 5TT«ff fror RfTlR TO RlR TO ^TORT T $ 9 

■ toR Prora Opj htot i to rpOtop fama rrirt wr i 

PrRtP 28-2-1981 rR TOTR TO-Rr SPT RR STfirrsfr Tt R> R 

rredf Hf TORfRr rR torr tRYpp - Itor i to rr Pprt far 
srfRwf rtto 4 rh wi rRst pto Rr rpjtoft rR rrr hYt 
TO TOPPP; RRIRT RRT R %PpR TOT TOfTORtTO RSPPP RRTTT TORT 
PftTO TrfRfRfHPT HftrfRTOR % TOTOtft Rr pTR^ R^t | I jrr 
R aft Ro 4 TO RTF TrfHTOfffpfT RR gro R TOR fRRT RRT I 

SR faHTR-fTOJSfr TO R ?rR TOT TT fRRP TO^HT RlfR? FR 
fR-RTR-fTOTOr'l TO TO*T fYRP TO fPfRr RTT TO RRTR SrfVRT T 


rMt Hf|ft rtot ir toMtor t tftt "rrrRr tor 

5>rt Tift I TOT TOTOH Jt Rt fiTTOR ?5Pf RR it RR TO tRRP f’TOH 
TORRT I 

TOTR fRTOR RRIR RpPRr R HPTR Y iff t 
fRRTR fRRT RPP (, (X) R (*T) — 

TtTOR 3 fTOTTt RHRrRr RRH it htrOt TO Rf ^ RS Pttr 
STOP ft — 

RRl STtirr R7RTO 

fRtrfror frornr 

RTOT fn 7214n7- TT -l 17-80 
TOIRS 28 h3r 19S<> 

wflTTJFRT 

TI'^TfR 3PT RfRHTR Rr SFpsa 3 8 b Rr HiftR, TOP STRST 
fRHTR-RTTtT TO Rf^PR 17 TORtR 1930 Rt fTOTRR TO fftRT 
RRT ft I 

SrV RF TOTO ir TOT Rl fRHTR FFT t RRR X F8 Pi R if 
fRF FTHPF fRRfFR TORRT FTTOWP ft | 

tot tor, fPp afrrfRRm' toRjTrrf, 1951 (1951 >pt 41 ) 

art HPT 15 <pt RFHPT ( 2) Rr TOTOFF if, 1TP StRf Rr pFT- 
TOT, : ftdr fro FPF fRRtRR TOiFtR IP( ftlTOTfiF Ft R^ ft, SF 
RPR R; F*ft fwrR ftot FtrIrr MTOt Y F? toRw toR ft, fRr R frr 
TOB rfRFR toVt R^HtR RRTF rR ftlFFt RTOT f*PR rR TOiftnft R" RR- 
RRRt Rr WJFP FPF fYRtfRR TO? I 

7PRRTF Rr toiYf it, 
Tipr to; Fpq-t. 
FfFR I 

JPR R^ ft fRr TOT 7TTOFR- FT SF TOFF TOftflJRF RTA TOT% »Ft 
FfftH «ft 9 SF FTOFI % RR toIH^FFT Ft RrtTT fttRT fFFRr JPT 
RTi^RfR Ft TOTORTF Rr SrfHFF OtY RT RR^RfR ft FJRFTF Ft TOqft 
toThff FFiFtfRrR (Delegate) fpR i 

TOjftt 1 R^ TOftr^RRT I Tit ^TFR TOFF ft faRTF 17-2-80 
5fft RTO JTftw PPR fftHTR RFT WR TOft FFR FTift Ft «fr I 
pTFT FRR TOST ftt Rjft RtDt PpRT 7 i FI ft I 

F. FfF ft fttFF RTftR F^st FFR FT Ft^Rfft Fr^rR f 
fRr Rrt fRTfftRm ?tF# ft fRr faFft rto sftsr f> toft^ 
RfftHTF R> HHRRTt Rr ^I' 1 1 'T' V I Rtft RRTj' "Rr FFRT SRlRTT ^ffYHTR 
R; TOJHT5R 35 8 TOP rf TFflTrj ft TOF TOFT JrfTTRt TT TORtF TOR 
jn-ft ftpR R^HtTOiT mO TORT f I 

f. top toRf toffR" frtot (Functions) rtot f^r 
f tttofpt ft fftfiro Rr rrRt am toiYr ft tot$ mft rpOrr 
srfRRFT Ft topT ftf ft (assume) ftm f i 

iy, ■ — 

f. finfaiftn TOirofftR ( incidental ) toF w.-^ftfRtF 
(consequential) fftoj rhiht < it w rreittort 
Rr RftTOt Ft TOFTfr TOR ft pRF TO TOFF Ri RrmftR TOTtR StR 

ft — 

(1) SF RWFrr ft TOT (F) ft ft FfiRT RT TOR ftft 
ft fftft I, RRFT TO^tF TOR ft fftrr ftft fftrt R? Rri 
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.toft to wrar : 19, i 98 i/*m 28, 1903 


Star fa a Tiro % ftotow ftr sm, ®n dim tra, aft 

# nfTOt TOT, adf TOC WS? I 

(ii) TO TM % TPTW if ^ffjTSTFT «P faTO TOTOWf TO TOprf- 

rana fanffean farm tort ft 

WTO?#T 163 WTO 164 a TOjak 166 ftr TJf ( 3) TO 

attar tow frorTO 3 1 j '- r h i <ti rr % aid ar n P^hI" a 
wrn it nRrPwn ft i — — — — j 

(iii) nnTraa adfnwra nm ad dn fw TOarfti 

(iv) nfdwra d totortw % fdp dt fain ft ttti fdiar 
war Tp^ifir it nwr tourt i 

tc^ *mr ft fa ftto adf am ^rcaq-flT aft to w a 
3 W? ( i ) % appm ana and if aftt 7 ta adrift i 

(0 

Tit wfwgw % wii| ini ffta pa pr^' wrw^nm 
Trwprfd ft tiwrrrar ar ami afrom srtnwffartr (Dele- 
gate) and *P TOST ft to 6 TO i as ft sron ft :■ — - 

“dfnwia at wp*®a 3 a 6 *P wsna faara 17-2-80 afr tort 

at n£ asTOnm % US' (it) a wtof* ( 1) % wann a wrfttr 

dm jj far dfnWTa % w^dia am aron msa aran % arar iaa 
a $r FTOarw if fafsn ar top am TOjaa ft arid arm 
mfdnnt aft FT % w (a) iP amt Tprjwfn ft was 

55 T«r d d di ft, a 3 t^q% ft; natana, fsdns wk fsm^ui % nsfra 
TSd 5<r to mro ip T-namm % sreraft anas to an ndm i” 

ada afnfsfspar wfwfsan to ®|T[ 15(2) % WTOda Trsa 
d Traasrwad aptna d two' if T^fmt aro rat afar wear to 

at ft 1 faro 17-2-80 ar arfr to at ^«fmr d tipjsfd ft 

Tiaawrar dfdffts aa afasar am srw a d at 'ft 1 ’fa ms to 
wnr 15(2) ar nfmr at Tpprfd if fdffts ft at «fr 1 ar^- 
afa it aa pifaaat aft ^rtt afag^rtr jTtr tmr % arroiTa 
aft at a-taa anfr ^ fat: afttsa art fan ar 1 %aa a? atf 
aart at far TraTata f^r atfatrar Tr^rfa ^ aarwa, faTtaa 
tflr froanr 4 asta naaa aria 1 

ataf % fafi^ aafrit arras ar$ar | far ana "attfra” art a? 
arM t far iraaTTfr faaff *h rfai afaa arr aara araa it a^ft 
n^afr afr 'ft arryfa ^ 1 ft a ft *faa it afft arw 
a?f t, aafrt afaaraa | far aiwrata a as wRtgmr arirfarrit 

it a^r Tr^aftt t aftf at at at 1 Frfact snff ar finjr^ 

«ntta art iff arjrat t far a? arfEnjaaT *f$ur ^ 1 

t anff ^r fa^ra aarr^r % ft aar % ttintet aa"t p 1 »na 
"anfta” art ag arM a^t | far Tmaira afr to tra arfatraf arr 
jnftrr art^ it a^r Tn^afa ft ft aatpfa ipfr ?tat 1 topt 
tott arant I fV fftfr arfamtf aata an^ anta ar aaa i a 

aft Tt^aftr, aft arm, arr^ar i irar^ | wtr Ftar anjim 

artff ar/. 6 1 TTaaaTat % ff-i 1 j , ^rarnrar ar j n 1 

npff % farm; aarnr a ataat fatf^ri aijit ar s tt ajja 
ft awnff arr fW | 1 ftfara it afrf afr ft Faafar 
"artfrw, ft^arr afta farmra ar wata” arr faataa a(ft amt £ 1 
F$r arfapTrar irfirraTta’a art aftr it faara oaatafd sramt ^ 
H'alftrrtia jfaatta attm aa (a 0 ®rrf 0 ^r 0 ] 97 y 
, 173 ) arr ^antr faar 1 ft^ as aa aan: faraT aar | far ^ifr 
afer^aar ir aaaTa a T ryarftr?^t aafaa |far far Froma 


607 

Trr^jTffl aa itiUi aT ^ irtr aftata as ft fa Tr^q-rtr 
$it arp? amtr ft araf anjafa §t arw 1 

anff *P fagta aafrrr arr as afr ar,jar ^ fa? at ^ala afr w 
wt waav arfaaat aft, at Fsta afartta T ira'-^a 356 % urtit 
Tra^ if pft 5 f, farffr ^atr wfttarrfr afr afaPrfsa (delegate) 
anfr t! arfaa a$f ^ 1 as rra ft marr a^t a^t It 1 
tr^sa 35.6(3) (1) (a) if m^rfa aft as atom ftar 
aaT ^ far a? wtt a^ftanrr 4 3 iwf aa aaaf^aaa 
aP fra BtTtfaar (Incidential) aT araarfaar 
(Consequential) arfaapt ara aafr ^ 1 a? par ardFaar 
faaa | far '.i-j'hPi taa 51 to aa arfattaf arr aata arifa 
ar ftrai ^rt: 4 tm 'at arw aard $ i^njafa ^r ma ^r fap 
as trror a^t tfmr ^ far as ft tr^ 4 afta araaf 4 arfaFtaa 
Praa a<arr <1 ip arraf ar iraaanr if farm arfaaat arr tfr md 
?>' aataar} 1 Fr%p afa d at-nfr arfaaaf aft faa trrai aa ufaa 
aaat , fro jaf dfaanfr afr ta t dr as a^araaT ar TOaaif 
^r aapcf ft | 1 am far to f< 143 artfa aiaara 

a dfift fafir arrafaaa 1912 (poiar^oatnio 1951 aft<> 
332 if faar ^ to waai nfatraf it faffar ft afeara 
( abdicate) a^r arrar wr% 1 Tn^p,- ® ^ ^ Ppq r | ¥r ^ 
as wd tot at % fa Trrosrer waar arfaaaf ai afra arm waa 
m^afa ip wwi’Mar, fadma wfa faarOT ar Wcfra arrd ar?a 1 to 
wit Trtro% nwmr ^r arra aft dar ward t far % star aarr d 
arnt vr. $ ar aft wtr to% arraf ir datt a fatar ar a ward 
^ wV. to to fa'Piro at arr ward ft 1 xtrfap to afaraat 
irtr Tt^afd d dfama dr wrj»sa 3 5 6 at ai arfaaaf at aroaa 
a ana aftt farar ft 1 wtr aft wrdar Tt^afa d waaf ®rffaaf TtaatTW 
ad afdfafdrar arrd aa fdar ft as da ft aV TOfdp rrrfcfqTw 
fm fdalar 25-4 - ibsu to wfttgaar to ana wftft aftf araf 

TO TTadt I 

TOf trtf ardf % fajts aafu ar as aa at a rad at»a aftt 
ft far to afttprorr a Trarara ift af fdar arar arfftp ar fa 
TOftfd TrsrofiT dr widar d ^(fr wfd^rrr anf afr ft 1 aa Traa- 
tot TOa fr ffti wfd^ror arft aa wad -ft, tra TOd fd^ as 
fipsro wraaaaaftr ft far a ; ?,td Tnjafd % Widar d Par anf 
faar ft 1 

ardf a ffita aa'nr to aa a^ ft fa fdafaa wrdla ftr,Fr 
TO'-^m la it wfd^aro ardi arad <p Pap W'jfttr ae waar at, ttto- 
arw d aft aaffa Tnrofd if ft ft atldttaf to daw d faffta 
«ft 1 dfaa as r af wsl djft ft 1 -ftarsiTO war ar ^ai ft, 
Ti (d d wrof tra arfwrf aft TOftfd ei t mt wad st*t 

at «ft, TraaaTw ad 5^ artff % wtJfa ft ar *ff 1 lalwp fdafrot 
WPffa tmaam d df w^ftw an warm ar 1 

TO traw d as wf aro ft fa irTaanr ftr arft S'dim to 
wfd^aar to ftt ft wde wr wf.= too fta and at fafd nfda 
d, TOffd ttto am % wiftra d fdarat as wftnjadr ard ad dt 1 
totto to daw das TO{m ft fa w-p^a 169(3) fdn% wdtdff 
Tiaaaiw wad ttto at tor to arpf gam aa dmsrd ftr ftrp 
WTORtand ftr fdan w arm ft, fftnia 17 - 2-80 ft WfttTptdr 
sra fdnfiw an fftro tott to to%p fdfw nftra ad 
TOtaf wtr d wfwgron anf and ad afar aftf at 1 as md 
nd nftf nftf ft 1 17-2-80 ad nratroar saddt ftr gror wp% 
166 ar* (3) a’t pa frofron nftt tear tot at 1 daw wr 
wpt fdwfron faar tot to fanftr jnr dfwdf d ant ftr towr 
ftr daw d WTfftwpt to adifa aftn aftaa r da ftt af af 1 Frfdp 
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g I FF F[a FTF f*1<1 ffaT F (jlft t TT>»1HT<H 1 <1>lft *TiT I f % 

aiart ftr amsT *f ant afara ft: arfat FFt fft tra% t i an 
ttwtif am fftf ftratn if ar f£ nfarjnFT ff fr ta 

ft fOt ftf fa 11 , FFftr vuttr gaT ^FTF ata Fifa FTFI FT TfaFT I 
Wfffit vr fanfafF am aft ffft fFtrte fa, t ta wrt ft 
*jt F5 t i art fwFPnf % fttaf fft artf % f«r*7j ft fat 
ait | • — 

fWl far^ 6 («») 

ftm-tei 6(a) a (g) 4 *=nrtT if tr ff tt fan ft, tfff 

tflRf gnr VT gw nft ?R art at aTFVFnFT Fftf ft I VTFT fft 
a?£Tr FFtnr ft far FfaTOtaF at att ft ?ft Fan t ftT Ff a nfar 
nftt nftt ft i srpff fawn fft % ftnx farter trarnt ft ffif 
a+F arte aTrt at attar aftt ft Tip ft i iff Frtf aftt fa 
fatt fftf ft: fftf Ft PtfNf M'jfT 51 j t ft) ^fVtft at m tranr 
ft i hfan F?rt srpcff t f*praV fata ff*f ft: ^ftf ft aftt, *rfaa 
gt ^Ftn at ttnrr Ft aftfar it ft i Fttfa maT stftf ffarfar 
^itf Ft f*ft |, xaffin srrff wrii fater waff F ft i ff ff 
B fltft Ff F3T TTFTIT & aft FTT FITF Ft aftsr atlt % f^HT 4lft’ 
FF % a^FR aTFWTT ftf I 

fatWT* fw*[ 2 (F) 

Fft ffaf wt Ft fpf ft fa at Ptro itc fFft srfrwi fo s 
F«rnffiT FfftlFTtt ft: KW Flfa ft I w FTF FT farra J fF a 

TTtFTtt tot (Govt. Officer) | jtt suff i 

JTltff ir PraH wftTT FT H(f F*TF % <F tmr ^ Ff?f FTF 
g : FnhiffiFT, PrsrrPTFT affr wrnFTrffiFT i tfftt »t ftM 
FPpnftrFT it $t ^wr t, STmaiffiFr ft PtftPtft tnrFr* % 
FT*t Itff FfjFTfr t, t W F WF tpr FFt if FTF FtF 

Fl% tff^FT^T FtFlfr FPBFTF F^t F^ FT FFtt tIFF F *TW< t I 
tfatr if «!^f% F| Ft FFTFT fF art wrfFF trtFIT FI TOT 
(jtFT F^ Fiwa: FTFTT % iffitF ^tFT Wlfc Ftf <ft FtFTt FT 
WTOIT FtFTt ^ 3iFt TT^f FIFT atf FFFT I IF WF if FT^tF 
5T^( JFR «W FFPT FTFFtF ^PT TFTFTtjtF FFFTTT tjpiFti 
( 1 95 5/2/^o Ft 0 fto 1331 / FTT^F tTF fjtfrif FFfF FFTF F 
^PtF l u iT TF1FIW /l 976/4/^0 Ffo ^To 20l/, FTFT FF 

3FTF 9^o n^o WiF / 1977/4/ 50 Ffo %o 193. STOftfFF FF 
FFTF FTo tFJ5T %FF /l979/3/5o Flo 458) FT fjFRT 

ift J5 FFTOT fV TFrFFrfFFT % FFFltf F TFTFIWF FtFlt % FF- 
■artr F^t Fl% Ft ^ I F«FF JFIt FtfT FFTF FRFtF TJW TFTFT- 
SftF FHFFT ?lf Ftt ( 41 ft FI ) FTTtFRF if FW FiKTFF F 
FfaR^rt FT 5TVF FT I FTTtF tiaf FFPT 'fariF-FftFTFT 

wmTWT (FFtfFr) FT^r FTFir *f 0,F TFfftlFT WftTFTtt FT 
3W «TT I FTtFFF FFTF n>Fo U^To vflF (UFttFcf) if FWFTT 
Rrwma f ^mmatt f fFiFTt w TfiaffiTF ffirfa <rt 
ftran: Ftt J5 Fg Ffr ffiv t trtFra Figrtt Fff % i FFt aftr 
TTtFlt t Ff^ ftwr FTffiFI FT lV+. ' FT Fi^f ^ I OTt FFftt 
236 4tr 49 it fFfFffififfF FTF Fff fFF% iFW CWT | ft> 
t Ftrrt tF traF % I, F fV TTtFTT % . — 

“Ftf FTOTF if riaF FT FTRT f' WT | fafFFT fFT FlFFlffiFT I 
TOFF if t|5F F rffF FF ^ 5F FTtnffiFT F^F FT 
FFtF FtFT t, ^TTtl fFVTfFFT FflF FT STF'tF FtFT *ftt 
tfTFtl FflFFlffiFT FplF FT SFiF FTFT | IFt^g t tfiFt TTF 
HFif Tilt t tFKT fitt tra'fvF t aft F^ FCFI FFF F^T ft 
fF afW jFt if ftt ^ i ^FTFTFF aft ^tef TFRrrsftar ^ fr 

TFTlItffFf aitT FftF I 1J5F Ff RTFarffiFT HlPlF FT JTFTF FTFT 
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ft, amt f*FpT wftt Ftf^Fft if tllFTfF F TFFf FTTFFT F fF T 
Ft Ffig + 1 U «<1 ^T aff Fltl I foi^l TTfFF FT FFtF FtFT ft FFT 
fFTTTF FFT ftFTF iftlF Faff fag-flirTTi FUT 6 FTrT 
F^Ff ft, % FFIF ft — 

irTntfFW TFT FFTF FT •’ fFTF (TF’tTF) if Tofttf 

FFttFT Fsftlt FT FT9TT4 Ftt Jrr tfr^trFT PfT T^F RfTf- 
HFf FT JFFdF RiFToTF % RIFftW FTtF F T Ff r % TTJfT Ftf 
ft FFfft F TTR iff FpfF FT aFftT Ftft ft I Tfft ^r:iFTF F 
fwrfwr wfftF ft attF Ftft ftft FFTiff ft: araFfir fr ft- 
FTt ir mftF FSf Fft arr FF rfft FF F^t if F T Ffrr FFFT 
Fftf fttF I 

ftSTF 5 FFTFF FFTF aft afFToffTO ifr art it TTftFT grt 

ft, ft TF FTF Ft FF pTFr ft fF FFFF it F ffrFt FFTt Fr FPmr 
ftfpt ftFi ft (Governmental function) ftf FFtFFtFf ft i 
Ftftfir ftf! F ^FFFFFtFftfFfttFiFrfF f^fit (Government ) 
it Ftw Fff FFtirffiFT fr rft ffr*rr i ff fff if TtjiF ff ffi 
gfTt FTF (n» arfo Frro ] 0 1 9 TfFT -911, tFFF F'F), 
FF^f TTtnF FFTF FTtF FF (Fo Flf o FTFo 1951 5 ° FTt 1 
456) if fFF Ft 5 ^ F^Fttf Ft Ft TFT fFFT I 1TF ft ^TtFfF 
(aiFTT'fF) t FTtT 4 FF tlF if F^FT TTTFTF FtFr FFr fafetT 
i Pm F ft^f arm fttIff ft fit ttefta %Fr «tt 1 
fftft ftr fate ?terr if tFifq-r Ft^Ft ft Fmt fafr r Frte 
(Established) FTfFFrrr ft ft ft tw afa ff>t FrtFf tf 

ftf! Ft FTFF irtFT ft aft FFF t FF Ffafafa tr FffF'T ft 
fatet FtFirt FF FFt FftFT FFT ft I VF F r ? fajTF FJFTftTf 
anttTT FF FfE FTFF ft far ftfar falTF F°?F Fr FFT r FTfaT FftF’ 
FTfat ft, SFfFF FiJ FTFTTt ft: a-FFF fttFTft I WFtT FFTT FFF 
FTtF tfF (FFttFF) FTft FfFit ftr F'tT 1 3 t ftfFfarfgT T^FtF 
Ft 35{ft tffF ftFT ft : — 

FiFtft 4) tfftmfaF fafsr Ffr fkftft f ft ft Ptff Ft 

FFTFT FT aFFTtT ^F ft TTTF tT F^FFT ft FFtF FT FFt 
WFTft FT FFTF Flat ft, FrfFF ft I IfF Ftf ft TTFF ■$ ft)F 
aft FF aatrr FFtlTpTFF, faaTfFFF att rFTFFrPTFf ft: 5 X T 
FFif STTFFtF FfaF FF FJFm aftr TFt afTFT FFiTt ft: 
FTFlft ft 5 ®TFF I FFfjF ft I 

FF F^FTF ft FFFTT F^ FTtFT ft fa: FTrftTffTTTl, fatTfafTr att 
FnwfnFF a aria ft ftf#f nfftT (Governmenl Power) t, . 
ftt Firm ft TFfft'T ^ a^fta an F^arr (Govt.) arr ftt 
fttt ft: FFta TFt TTF att FrF TFFftf FWiff F B U ftr ~{- 
"II ft 9 I 

Fftatef ft ftarfftF faFF ff fttrarFr aftr ftfar 1 
fa 5«JFHTF (TFTtFF) if FFT )(FF FT I tefa FUTTF FFTF FF 
FF (FFTtFF) FTfa FTte t TTFF (State) % 9F?F FF DTTFFffF 
(G overmental) ftf ft i thf f FTFrrt ft: fata ar 
Fitf *ft FFF Fftt FT I 

FTF fafaFTF ft fa TTJF F FtFi't ?T fafFF t>Fft (TrT- 
fr^F) (Concepts) ft 1 tranarF ttff ffif fttf ff 
[( 1977 ) 5 ° ato %o 592 ] if tf fata at a? fatFrt ft faart 
fttar fft ft 1 ag ftf Etat'r ft fa 1 3 1 fa FFtFF Ff 

fal5 FTW traF F FRF FtFFt ft: tta ten t trat a*t if 
FtaaftF FTFFT aaft ft FT Fftt, ?F FT Fat? FT I 

tf% afafaw trtarft rpr (Governmental Function) a 
ftfft (Govt. ) Ft ff: fr a-fat Ftj ter ft FFFr 1 Fmrt ar 
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alia PT : tanai 19, 198l/pfl 28, 1903 


aata Prta pp if taT taf war ft aafa qiprft pra Jr narap 
pP tan ft i airr^rq pfinr it pfap aif jffjjr ar qpfT $ fa 
irp u7fF Pr paf Jr aara fw ar ppit ft i fata Jr aa 
Pita ta paf^ wt praqrfqpr if ata ra , 'tor taf Pr pV 
if p?t aaT ft, rfF rrp laraa qq faaif ttw Sfr Prof pt 
vrrftar ft, tar afqasffaa Pt aV Jr tarq atata 
aq'M q p^t! i ?ata ta mj Wot ftfe fp rjar^ fafa w 
if air tar ta if aara jpr ft anq pr atari fr ^or> ftar 
w pt pawn ft i wta afrora P aTr-if pi ?q af^s if 
awta aiaT ftfar aafq ta a§ wot ft Fp aart qfrqrq if 
row irsa if par orta tan pot ft i qfp«nq P iri’i; 1 2 if 
■qaa Pf afenaT Pt af ft 1 ft# qaa % warn ana pf q*-- 
007; tai aaa aaT Tiaat ir if tap pf a^rai ta fpqrq qirq, 
qqr aria TPa-tar % ata parr ptr pppr P foa^a P 
pta qq tartar ta pr tarafe q> ft 1 q^f awn Pra 
ptaaTtara P ta. srta tar aaT ft 1 aaa ar pr aTfTrqfrar 
% ta q^f qqfq fPar aaT ft qraar aaPt paa if q«ff tar 
afar 1 Trqqpqq aara itr^ qrf° prT° ib 59 wr° 101 
(qjq tar)] if ?q qqq if aqrar aar ft fp w«t qrpR af afa- 
ara if afrarar qfr tarr ft ta arsma Pr qfaFqaa Pr qrrr 
3 (23) if Pw pptt tair % fr> "pppp'" vpt p *rtaq 
rfrqf Pqffq tffq qita qnta unta ff 1 ^q qq? 
q?T iff q^PF Pf qfrqrqr if Pjfr »fr taro q^jq pt 
qfiqqrftrPt Pr uiifqq qjfr taT ^ wVp q^prr ir qrrqq pqq 
ptarfirpT ir rff ftar | 1 fftarq p qfrt qrTqqrfqpT qf 
fqqTfqpT pt Wp % p?t P^r Pf qqpr qrPR p ptp q q?fr 

'STTRTT *\m | 

qfqtrrq % 89 P 93 qp qqq p qfErprA pff^ - q^- 

Pfo 178 P 187 qp tarrq mrer p qlaPT foi f pt ta ^ 1 
«qr»Bq b 8 (qprqq) P rfqq % q ta i qq qqr q-^wao 1 87 P 
tarq qtrw p qfqqm pt srrfptrrq I qtc qfr PTwr qqr t fp 
qqpr q?^p pt 'rrqqr rqqta P<tafr <fq ( 4 prf|qq tpip) 
5 >q 1 

qfqirrq ^r rqp^q 310P 311 ir pf r ttij; vpq | 1 q^j 
<f‘r jtptt: >A impff pt q 4 q ft 1 qp t pr qq pt ppp p rrslrq 
ft q ^qfr pt %pq qq qr qraq A inar p^t ft 1 ?qta, qt 
qtarft qf3q p qiftq qqfq rqjq qTPTT % qi^f ft, qn^ mq 
% aqq iqrqqTfqpr qr tartar % pqqp> ft, t tq 

|q9- qjf p qtaq ta ft I 

ppt rr%ar if fqtrrq wr P qfqqrqq P pifaifrq' i p qpa 
if qq 1974 if fqqq qqre qq ft 1 qq% fqqq 48 if qrj arfq- 
srrq ft fp q j ppf pqqrtaf P qiqrp qsfjff off fqqq ft t fq- 
arq fw P qtaTqq P pjtaffqT qr qr qpj gqf 1 qq off rq^q 
prqt ft ftr qtanqq P ptfaifr qqpiO pqqF'r qftf ft apaqr 
qqpitf p 4 prtaf pt# taq qqp ta 4 V ^pt pp# Pf qqr 
anqqqpqr rfr 1 

rrrP arffrfta ta qn'q if q^ poq qrrr 21 qfp srfqfqtaf 
pffrfqqq q qqfq jpt ft, ps qf Pqqr arrqaqp ft 1 ^q 
qfafwr P> Trrrr 21 ?q stpr ft . — 

fqqfqq qiqfq — qoq pf qqpR P qrrqp P, feta 

qpfrr: qqrfqftfq (taws) qr qrq fqfqfe (oiqn;) qrftq Pf 

raq qq pt aqtaf aTfstaf pt qpqr iff ftfqr 1 

fq% rarq ft fp ptp P Pf pw pipit; qrjqq ^pr ft qi|_ Tjqq pf 
qiPT 7 pt fff Pfiaqr ^q ft 1 ‘'qraq Pf qrqqr" p qqqq ppf. 


qrFqPTqapn: P Pf ft aaffP tar P irta P fqpfqq tafq 
qFqpfe Pr fqrifpT Piqr ft fPsrrfPPi nr qrrPTTlP'PT P trp qfa- 
prfrrff p qftf 1 qfq “qiPF” P Ptft ?qir q<f qfpqq qr Pf 

qi[T qf qrsq pi <qr prfpr qr | rr^ yr unr P pq sr qTT 0,P 

paq qi^qq ifrqrftfifqqqp^fqqp fttqr iqfprr fer PPF 
qfp qPffqfPfq qfqFqqq pf aPT 2 1 P, pqq "qiPF” qqpT 
jrn ft qqp Pf qq iw ft fp qiprn wrm pt qqqq qpq Pr 

q^PTi P qpqa P ft qafq tairfppr qrpri P qFsrprP P ft, 

qrqf P qftf I 

■qqq qqpF P Fqq qpF fqFqq qfqprFiqt pf Futa qpqi 
qqrP Pr wFa^pqr qfe Pf, qqp Pr qftf ftrqT ft fP tarq 
qqr P wFapfe qapifr qpqj- qftr ft 1 ta -2 Pif qfqgqqr 
ft Pt -rm qa^ra q fqqfp 5 - 4-1980 Pr Fqfta fPqfqq «qf 
P fqq Futa wpqi fqjqq p^P p fqq tq r ?p pt ft | qqq 
qqpf ptit wq ppm ft : — 

wfqqrqq tarq ini aftp qfPrr P pit q# P 

PrP Pf qrfefr P rqnr 2 P fPFqta qiprPt qrq# Pf ftp 
qiPrPf qpqa % qrqp to qo rrrq P fwK qpr fqqfqq 
taff, #qr fp ipt qrfiPr P rqnr 1 P fqfqfta Fp# qft ft, P 
fqrf ftata wrtarr t «r if trq^qrrr qqrfqAq pttt ft 1" 

^qp qrq ?q qrfftPr P qqrFqprfpqf q qrq wftjprfirff P 
qrq ft 1 PFpq rff r/qo tfTo fq? pf ffifqq arrfpqr- Fqtq aPF 
Pr wFa^qqr P fq^ao faqr ft — 

"Pip aftarFarq qfufoqq 1951 Pf mrr 21 jrrr wtn 
wfeqf pt aqfq ptP jq, fqqfqq taro, wr aftp qiPK P 

airta P, Fiqqqr P fqo fttq qjP fqqta 

P tar qfpq pr aftp fqaR-qqr, P«qq; Pr ferqq 
prtai P pa P qqrFq|fq ptit ft 1" 

W taffP qfqq, tan qftp fpqrq-qqi Pt tati qi-rr# ppqr 
qftf q-rrqr ft #qr pr PtarFiqf P fqq aft# prrf ijf pFa^ror 
P qqnrr f 1 qqp pf rvz ftfqr ft fp itr pwr ta rrta 
pqq tarq ppt Pr PRt 21 Ptp afqfqtar pfafqqq P aqtqq 
P Ftp qipr# prftai qftf qrqqf qf 1 

pq; qq tarq-fqrj ai Prr as Prta ft fp atata P 
5 qV Tqf° "ffo ta Pfp afqfqFaiq pFafqqq Pr anr 21 P 
Pta P mprP pFaqqP qftf ft 1 (ft Praia qqr P pFaprP P 
pfi tq fti^ ir^q P pFaprfr a) 1 

fpqn-fp^ 2 (w) : — 

14 Ow fata ra a? atara faqiaai ft fP Pr qqo Pro 
fq$ Pf fpqrfer tata P Fpr feta PrfPai tafa apf tar 
ar qpar pt i 

aiaf P taf 7 ! aPfq 4 w qaa if ifa air ps qrftf qf 1 
qqpr a? p^ar pt fp tata Praia, qmi ata qipn P aitarf 
ir ftf tar qipfe prtai Pf ftita Prtai ffryra pi qpqr 
pt PfPa qq qaa Pf^ qffF aw qipn pf ftf aftf, qq pf 
qq<> Pfo ta Pr feta wtai tara tar aar 1 aapf af 
Prar ft fp aarr aftw faaia-qqT aa ftr aft af rfe uafnu qrrn; 
ata aiprr Pr aft'r qftf pfi q^qr ifer P wrqa pt anr ptP- 
pf tr^afq ar taa P ^ra if pr aar pt 1 if araf P fpjr^ 
api?r P ta aP P qftaa aftf 5 1 asrc aftsr npri P f?r^ a$ 
prarap aftf ft. Fp arf.Pw aftata P itit A, tat arPf p 
fa^ra aPrq p^a ft, mta 1 aftpfa afeqYq qa w ra4 
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ifT^ir J w ft ffttriR mrr *rr Rfantw kr r k i wirut 

kHHT % hrf srkr rrhp: *ft fnft RcjHfft h ftHH ftr 

ggft k htrt ft 1 IrfftR w«ft ^ hrf skur nron: hit ftt firft 
fkR I HR^k HR ftTHT t ftfR "JR Httft R RfktfR $cTT ft 
ftraft str 3ppc snpr hrhtt: tt rthr km ft wk ftk pr 

Rfr 5 i HRkk tr wfsgw ft ftk wfr Rftr ft i 

qrog krr awr tht rrt ft kk ftTfi RfufftfufR HfufftHR 
1951 apt trra 21 ft RnTHR ap ftr^ «ft rTR 0 Rf 0 fRg iHfHf 
wfftHR Hk f, pkk HRftr fkkR mfftRr Prgw uk fen 
ht «w «rr i 

fTOTH-finf 3 (*) -. — 

rh rspfrT iff TOi'fiF w RTRft ft srfftRk pht i rt 
RIR fftplR TO 24-6-1980 UR PflfH fftRT RRT «TT RRT ffttTTR 
RRT % fftR RP*ff ft sFrRfffl 4“ 1 fR RTR fftffftu fftHT HT 

dfyT't hr RRRRfi biRTR rpt fir w htr fir rrr her Hk 
k k i >k wt HR fnr fnkpr f^rnrr 27 - 6-1990 fft 
tt? gw «frr»r rpr hr gw nafft hwi am veto nt 

HT Hflf *fr 1 Hlftf ft fftgrH W1 TT R^ flgRT ft fft fftR RPRT 
if 5Tkwt H° 1 fR RTR-fft?fHH fftfT ft, ft RrR-fftftfftH fTfft % 
fair FP *r# ft fftffft HR HR HTRTH it ffttTTH-HHr ft ft 
RPR jfff jrr ft | ft RPR pit §R HR H^k Wt HiTR ftf T! fft 
ffRtfl 27-6-1980 RT 7« R1R I 

■jtn: akwr Ro 1 «fr Njrg ap^<?r q?r *ns w t f% Ptettr 
to % w*ff R ^Rr<r w wtot forT 9-6-1980 fir rtt qi 

irf «rt ^r rH srftrPrraro wferfim v< niRr 6 6 tr aifRarR 
1 1 wf nfefm pi hft 67 (p) R m arPraiR t fir? ftrR far 
fkPnr irrfw R fwrrR wrr % fpp rr 1 wrwt «F ■rrir n?r 
qtquir fft, R«1 wncusr rtto tr frrtdwr % snfm % fap R5 
WTW wkrr ftr hr wvmff ( Candidate) (fi'f’fte) % fak- 
WT wt mfat 1 1 KRif.' TTOET WIT srfirfkFsTW nPjfRRR fff WTr 
73 $ fftnfa nt nfngwrr R(fr gt Rt 1 5Rt r? srrfrsnT f fr 
HTO 53 W srm 66 % HRPSf % WltR Pcd'kR WfirSRT JTO 
qfrorq Tf RPrRT (Vr WR ^ HirRTR URtfiTcr hr rtwi'i % RTR 
lir RR fRfTRR it fafthfl ift, fTTR'pi'R TIRTO % «rRjgRRr 
am wfughn ApI Rrtit 'tfrr Srt nftrgRRT fwrtr rt nkr-RRr 
RT PTOTR-RRT TT RTRR Rg RRHT orrgRT % RIJ trtRfl ¥R R qfjq 
Fit tjf S; ! Jfrfsrr RfTT Rkr fTOTR RRT Pr RRR 2 4-0-1 980 
^ RRT wk RR RRWT «fr, fffRR^ 1 fR RfR- 

fR^ftlR faRT «TT, WNR pT RplRT »ff 9-6-1980 RTrT R^ | 

wr: Rn f^rr fp ^ rpr PrerrR-RRi % rrw Ri^r % nk hr*^ 
rtr Pttor w frfirorc R^f <tt, R?t Rifr ? i R^ r!' f^r fp 
rrw apd nm Ik % wd R rt htNotr i88 dr | rr 

%Rn ffWH RRT % ff'RT fR*f pk % ftrR wr rtrrY fF fnR 
R^f I itfflR rNT ^ PrjTR RffOR RR R$ TRR % % TO i^- 
5TTRWFRT ipm i%TR-RRT % WRt fRtf toIt RP ^ RTfRR Rfl 
^ arfro rttor tr unk fwR-RRT % wk kf rtiJ tt ifr r?V 
TOIT 5TR Rfl ffl Rg fW R R I 

^R RRtr if W^R HR STHTH-TO pt ffK KRTR fRRTRT Rt 5)?kF 
sqfllR fiT fWTR RRT fR RPR RR HtR RR ft^RR RlfERR k 
tf|T % fWt WRT I I R? RRR RWR 34 ^ I fRjfT Rr%j rr(i 
tR JtfRR — 

’ ’ R R? SRrlRR fHRr g 

fR ^R 1 9 ■ ' • ■ f? fpr Rg StdfqR <R 

fpn ^ fT «fr 7RHR-HRT % RTRT RTR^F 


5tl«ff NfflR RRiR R RR3 "i ifi " RR !% HIT fRRr ^ I 
HRRR Rg TgRT | ffT Rg TO Rg fpjTRT ^ fk R HR RRR RR 

rrpt Rgt k ? %rr rpfr RiRdfon (Member Designate) 

1 1 

5RT RHTT R sir RRR RPR fit fRRTR-RRT R RRRf RRIR RgR 
% R^t fPRTt Hrat ^ HRfR RRif 7-RT t Rt RpTRlR fif 
RdtR RRg*f' it ffRT JW | *fk Ht RR WF ^ — 

‘k art fRHTH-RRT RR RPR fHf'rK'T 

gw g rrr imr f: fa rk kbr nro Rutfro rrr rPtbpi 
% srPr ifri r^t rV fw^t twtr *fk it rfr fit rraror mk 

R'iHFir RWR r^qr nV. fqq RR fit R Rl^R fFR RIRI f 

HR% t'kf’l ft fa%H TERr l” 

oR HR'flW fTTRt ir fHR% Rl% HTtR fak j>T |) qif qjj ffT7 . 
r 4 fw ffini I fw RRR Ik % RRR Hfl Rg RfW HR Rf % 

fkkt fR fafgH Rgt fir RffTT I Rg WgR RRf fit RflfT J HR 

RH vm lr IttiT 1 1 frk Nfir Tfif % fqj rto rri R(ft 
RRTRT RRT $ Rp-T HR RR ffT RRR it fOR RR1 ^ fHRP fRR R? 
RRT RRr I 

RgT RH RTR Rt ffRTRTitH ^ f% ffnTR RRR P PfR HT RPR 

ks-tfRR RtRT ft fg RfT RR tl fRR fRf HtHT ft, fft'lRRRI fT 

WRt fap?t ffHR r»,TR fr fko fft I 

"RR’ R Rt RR HRT R RRT flfiRr RRIR RTRfr RR gtlH] 

( 1 989) 3 go Tto %0 268 (% 'tr.f 6 it fifRl ft, HR 'ttfffRR 

Rt kR R ft falRR RlRflfW RiPfiT % W«R ftlr ft I 

RtRRTR % RRdR fa?TR RT wffR fkgffR kR Rfft ft ^ RTft 
HTORR RiRrnR R1 HWR RTRlRft f; RTlRrnTw ftt Rr TTajRfR RT 
HR-TT^qfq ftt HRfTl' fRRffR RT Rlkl RR RR ffRlfkR fftt RTRI 
HT Rfnrr HR Rf? fr H wk TO Tf RRR R R I HSR RURlRf 
RlTRrRfR % RRR if fftRIH FRR JR TO1T RRTR 7f3R 
[(Ro Wfto WTo) 1865 P« 97] fT^tr 3 t R^fHfTT ft ffT 
fTRR Ik R Rftlr Ht 0RffR HPf RRRTRiR fRRfR ffiRT HIRT ft 

rj ftrpT RrrRrtfi'Fi RiRrfW (Judge Designate) ftr kui ft i 

Hr rrr tr #trtr iRRtRt rIrtt ( Constituent Assembly ) 
ipt ftk^R (Debates) R rirrTr tirp; whirf ft hT fRRF 

HR RRR ft PR ft HRfft H^uftf fTtRt Rg'TRff nftt RIRT Hffttft 
Rt'ftRH RTI^ fi RRl'iUftt RT HRtR ftft ftft HR RfTt f^T. — 

“Rfft RTRRH RTR RTO&H 8 1 fit ftft ftk RPRt fft 
wtftRr ftr dtftfi vr w ftr rrhi ftlfr fit ft Riftft rh rh ft 
fft ftfR HRf tTtw ft? gfi qwftf rrr fir rrrt ^rt rrt ft 
HRfft RRR fR RPR fttft fTT RrRffrtt Rftt RRPTT ft I f>® 

ftftr Hfft ft ftt w HRit ft 1 HRft iftrat fftr fft| wt 

RRf gw wffR RRR W RPR R^T Hf R% HRR ft RfT RIR 

fftRfft Hft flfRT ftTRl ft Rg WfR ftp ftrftt ft 1 Hgt 

RfT RIRPtff fR RR ft, fRRtRR UTTR % ftRT, RPR RRRT ffk 

RR fTBRST ft ^RTR ft RIR lift fT RrafTTi fttfT l” HR RHH 

rr rrh ft fft H^r w aprrft Rfft«riR <m irr ft ftr f ftr rpr 
fftaiR RRT fir RPR Rft Hk ft ftt ffRTR-RRT TT RPR ftk 
ff Rfftfuit fftt kRT ft HR HR fft Rg RRR-RgR T ft ft I 

Rjff 5f1R fttfl srfRfRfWR StfsfftRR ftt RTR 73 ft RRlftf 
ffRTR RRT ft RHR ft fftCT HlTt ft?l Rft RftrgRRT ft ftlR ft ffft 
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amfe ana an qrfat star i qa q>j^s fa aft arasrm n^t ft 
fa fasn fatrm afff qnn ft WJT rft qn?m iff I TT5T *T4f 
ft faq =jnm fa far aft an nftffaan'anm fanm aar iff fanr 
ft I *«T mrft aft FTm I ft W fttf ama aft -JR if fnaT 
trw nftf fan? ft, an ns; ns ^r^erT if faam aar nr anm n£r 
nr^r ar fw?r tffa nafaq fan aara snr nra fafan nsr uilmr 
ftr ninT nrfftq nr i wfftq ffefaa qrfaan jpt iftfan; 
anar 'tr^rr $ i 


w art?r 1 1 na OTtr % twf if ftt aft nrfntna ft fft im an 
aza pin fa wfa farm mar fti qnfft <f faff 

sima rpfr q^nr ft i ns am as fanrmi ft ft? w 

ftfar qqfai am ft fafa wf am % fam aramra ftfar jnn am 
ft i fafaam % *rp$n 172(1) if as aifnam ft fa farm 
aar an snannn im fan if are star ft fan fan main ana ftcs? 
fafincr ftf mrat ft i jnfaq fanfa g- 1 9 s o ftr urn nnm afan 
farm aar % wt % nnw if tmr 73 afar afafaffan qfafaan 
% qnrns qfw^Hi an ft gf. an fan if nnqrf qnftr q^n nftf ftfnf 
afar; fan fan anftf ana fen amf af, fat fanfa 27-6-8 0 ft, 
an fan if naan ana sfit^t aqrr nr nnnr ft 1 ^nrn fant at 
fnam aar % an £m ir agfa at amrar nr mi ft, frm nf 

from aar arr snft ns*rt farm aar iff qnfr nnTm ftfa nr ap; 

Star 1 nY-ainm nmn v 1 <q n (qo rri^o ^nro 1963 ^nTo 
6 3 ) if nlqr rmr % fwr if mrf mn nrft’i nft nf 1 nnif nf nnrnr 
ft far iffatiR ftr rrn^T 83(2) ifr qrr ny snurn ft fa? nfq? 
sfarfarfarn (rfafarpr etfi 73 % rfarnn nrrf Tf nf ^rtrgw 
if nfa? irm q?ul «r?i?rr srrc*r nftl •rmfat ft iftfaq? nn nrqfa m 
^*q? nxrrt ni^'i ft, imir 3 n^li ^mfir vrq ftfnf ft 1 rmfarq nrrt 
ir nrRTn if jq w rffqr nnr % rrarq nrft nr nnrir ft 1 
nff nnr jsnj t famnr wr <t? farq *ff nTn ftlrff ft wtftr rrfaaTn 
<f?r wn^jq 172 rpff mi ft rnr wnnsn 83 q? rfr nnrr ir 
nftf nr wm fa? Pram rrm nf «rqfff nr mr'fa smq nsr % fanfa? 
if rnfavr ?j wfa: nrfar rrsmr ^f wnftr nrft «fa nfanr % fan ir 
n? sfq? ft far mm 67 -q? % nfa? sfnfafarw rnfarfaim 1951^ 
rrnrrn: fanfr nwrff % nft mft vi farfa nf ft fam fan fanrnn 
Rrfann; ft npm nffarm nffan fanr 1 ftfarn n^ fftfa nn nfar- 
fmnr % anfarn % farq ftf ft, qqft? nrrifarRT % farq nftf ft 1 
qqr rff fawm wr % •urifarm' ft? qm ?> ft 1 nm srfafnfsrRr 
qfarfftqq, 1951 if fftnfnn qnf nft qifw qrrft vf sprfq ■nnrr 
% fan ir 45 fan ft ?n% farq nn mrr n»m ft 1 

nwn- nmn nffarr farmn-nnr (qo wrfo mr» 1952 nffarr 
234) if isftf snm <fa wrft njmr nnr ft 1 w 45 w mpe 
famr mrr ft fa? nn mm fan, farn fan nwf nft ifaqr ft? farq 
qmfan farm mrr ft, nft faam nnr ft? nn n?r armn nftf qrjr 
nr qq?nr 1 nnftr nn q?r aimm nn fan ftfnr fam fan mr nnm 
im-rr?q nr n 1 1 afanafann aft wfa ir fatrm qrrnfarj nnrn 
ft ft?o ft?o rrfa-nrm ftn (qmrr^o wr» 1 9 6 5 ftrmr 229) 
an ^nrnr fanr 1 nnif n^ nn fa?nr rnrr nr fa? nn qq nm 
fatrm nnr ftw afafafamr wfarfann 1951 qft mnr 73 ft? WEffn 
nrff qft nf qmg;qnT ft? w-jnm nfen ft nf, nn nnnrr farnnn 
farnn qqr nft ft^nr ^nrq fanr *ff ftt n<f?nr ft 1 ?nir ft np 
qr^ft ft fa? fan? fanrn nnr qft ftrrq? jfnrq qff fatrm nnr nrm- 
far rmnr ft wfa Tnfarq nnft? nn^q- nf 1 na n# ifqr mff ft 1 
urn fawn nni nfan rft nrftf ft, nn n^ nn rff qft nr nqftf 
ft 1 nqg wnqr n? nrrnft nftf ft fa? ng n?rft nmft if rrern ft 1 
a?rft qrrn if num ftr ner nftf nna ftfiff, nn nnftt amr ftna? 
fttfa n nnft? nn^ff ft nan ft fat ft 1 

ant fafasrm ft 1 9 3 an fnj? arTar ftf nfftn fttm 1 

rmft as aiasnn ft fa? afa ftff aam rffaam ft 1 8 s 

ftf aftwfaf ftf ?tfft fa?q fanr anam ftnr ft, ar fen ft, at air 
anfe fan fara fan an fen ft ar an ftnr ft, 500 mq ftt 
nfftr (penalty) an arftf fttm 1 afatrm ft q^a 1 g a if 
aara amr nan ftft a?r araara ft 1 nsr faam anr ft am 
nnft ft fftq ftr aftsa aiff ft 1 afa fanr wr farq faarn a-ar 
ftr ftfaaa a as namn '<fi ft ar as q^^a 193 ft 


fanrnfa^ 5 (ar) 

araf ftf qfa ir fnatan amra^ff (electoral roll) ftf ftanr 
ftr a.n’Wf n t aan: qra qiarif an rff nf ft, ( 1 ) faara anr 
ft anmff an nma qfta m, ( 2 ) fanr qaaarft°r farq aaraf ai am an 
nmraaft if qrfara nftf fftar qr aamr ar, ( 3 ) «ff qao ftt® faft 
grrr ftam ftr fnafan araraaf qfta ft, ( 4 ) aft fnafna nrara^fr 
ana if aftft feta an fr at aaffa? naif aft qnac n|f faar 
aar ft far nr aam at naft if aft aq ft ft naif if qnnr farm 
ft ft 1 

nftf na? qrarr afaa 1 a?r wu ft, aft fanre fanr nwrr 
6 if aftf nftr amr aar 1 awff an qnTa fta ar 1 

nfaft qran: afa aft am #n? ft fa? «ft qa® ftt® fafft afa 

fera farfna qrfaraa fn^ra; qfe ft fafan ftair «a frarfan 
nrarafaf an afaf aara aftf aryar aaffa? fnafna nraraftf ir far 
nra fara nrn ft naif fat qa® at® firft ft fafta? a?r afaf mm 
nfat ft 1 naa nnfa fafaf ft ara fanft nra ft ffanafa am ans 
a nfalrt ijfa jq aam ntfam arr: farq nq ftf 1 

qiair nor 4 fat ftrf asm nfaf aurnr ft aaffar ftar ftff 

aarftw rrrfaf afa qfa ir nftf fimr aar ft ffa naif ir afaf aara 

f^ar ar fat ftT rnfaf fa nar aar aT 1 

qrair n«m 2 qnn. ffa? ft fata q*rn. ana ft 1 aft ffa? 
| 4 ar farm fa^ ama 3 (a?) fa nn faar aar ft fa fam 
wan afa faq ’jfa gq aara ^nm fa nra nftf fa na?fa 1 ftnfarq 
ffaa fna nra farfan ftf anferftf gf na aaa aft nrarafaf 
qta far aaffa Fafa aawff ft nra fanr nnft skt nan faq 
fanr farq nq fa 1 fafan fara fan anam jar na fam ^fa an 
aam’f fa aaa fa far faf wfaq nrarafar na aaa fe ftf afaf 
ft 1 aft fanra fa ?5 w nam iff na fftar amr ft 1 

famnfain; 5 (>a) 

vr rna an Tax faan amp- 3 -(qr) fa fa ffaar nar 

ft' 

faarr frrj nma 5 (a) 

afaafaf nma 2 aaraa 4 fat fak if aft faf nriftT aar ft 

fa w ffaafnn nmrafat ft qrart an qra fafa ft vraa afaf 

q?r as qfaarrr nsf ft fa aft faaftf ftanr ftr =ffafaf fa aft 1 

fafan nnm aft qan aft mff ft 1 am ftffma qro faftfaf 
aaia q^fafa fas ( l 9 s 0 ) (4) a;® ftf® ft® (211) fa air 

aa faai aar ft fa ftaa fanfnn nrarafaf ft q^arr am fafa 

fa? qnrq fafaf arfaf ftf aaftt 4 anr ftf tjnHf fafa fa anr aftf 
faar m aq?ar 1 qn afnaeffaa ftf as qraffa aftf niff 1 

afnaqfran ft fasra aftfa fa aft fat qraffa asrf fa faafnn 
araiafaf fa faaf qn ma aftf ffaisr ft ar mff, ft ffana fa qiaffa 
fnafan qftf fa niff nmf nr aqrff 1 fnnfnn ft afafan ft faq 
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fftftfta aiRraft Rfftra t i fftr P srfpRftt amr i % fatr 
aTR fa?aa crt art p T^rr tttit f-rrfaa awnft »t p i raffia 
aft afR fr|^m -i RT R c-f i El t> aft aT '1 * I ?a P 1 ¥oft 6-1 ' 1 

T’V , A V i' o -qrjri W 'RRo fto RU Pj , *1 (Ra m 1 1 o *i i * j 1473 

RT i;3H2 ) R rjftT RRTa r Ft? To fto WTo Tflf [( 1977) 
.1 ip %U %D 15 3] RT '+UTRI faRT p I WR if? TR fw k. 
fp ur*T nr an faft stffft aT ara ffiafaa arRiaft if it, W 
Taft ffiftran P/ara Pfi ft aPar (qualifications) ftfaftaa 
wft it sfflft aft iff ar war i r faaftw ft a? wafA 
ft anfr aft p i i? w rtrA IT aa fftafw aiamfAft P fim 
if ft Pawl afrrf Rffiffifftm RfirfftRR, lfiso % wftn nan 
fam wr at i mn ffiafaa ararrAt ft faft aT aia fftirarP 
at faft ar rtr narP % Pair srfanr aarf p i RRR fpRa nafir 
aa Rfft at# tnaPr aft ftft P, at tPataa ararmfr xrfiaa 
ITT aift It i iaaj Twr-wrr ft Ram a: fan faftaa araraft 
is 5 d a fta srfftfPffta aRriana ft saw r Pan aft star i 
raft fan srmma ftaHar ar Parra Tannrafr (Conduct of 
Elections Rules) 1001 ftp i Taft faaa 2(50) it fftafaa 
aramAt ft Rframr ft Si *aft wan farm a a. Rmftsnr 
farum % aaip-r if aa faaftra % ffta ft-ftPa srrfftnn am 
•aim 152 ft afta aft a# >jft wfafta p • Ara srfftfftfftm 
wfiifaRR 1951 art am 152ft a? RrauTa p fa Arlan trifam 
aft tjft waft aiaftm R faffin' Aft AV srrw a wraT 1 aat 
nfrf mwia ftfi ^afi % firmr ftaftra R fttft %nrfb ana ail 
am 1 1 am RTW r finrffra Ttifw: R ftafta amPw an mfmr 
ftata 1 7-6-1 980 at ftar wa anr farnta aft ftfir 24-6-1 seo 
aa Raft 1 aft Rprara ftaWa aTRiaftt a ftra nrfRftr axa 
an jft aifi aanri 1 faaftra aiRiadT ifi ls-b-isso an afaa 
avai aaTRf 1 naffi", PR Rramt R arm faaftra arara A aft 
faaftra R r*R rPrr axR aR Riftar arj aaft a?r faaraa 
aia ia nl aft Saar ar aaR ftftr fafif rnfft a aiR a ana R 
wrafir fwfw waft R ift j*ft Rf aaff ft 1 

ftaiR-ftrr 2 (r) — 

5 n«ff Si Pram aafia at r? a?ar Sft RR RftRift a® 5 
afi aft ftafan arrftw tiTu k, at ana sm fiaif-na 
^ara Rt upr S 1 

sPiaftraR at R ftma mratas •awa an a? aeai 
| fa ^niR aft rSu Riftn a wrtriT ata aftftftw aft- 
finm, lost aft snvr 100(1) # ft T RTAm nnft aR% 
aria r( 4) a wnar St atr Raft % 1 an >aia a r^riv r? 
fiftpan nft rSr ?t Rant k irafa an suftinn a Riyrrw 
n ann R ftaftn nft'nrR mfiaa w tf (mate/ially) srai- 
fftr m S nan at n ft atf ttF-wtr ( pleading ) 

k tfiv n niw $ 1 Art at fait Rat r rjr ww S i anff 

aft aw 41 a aftRuft rtw 1 aft 325 rr Ptr if 1 

stuff a ftrrtR aatn ai m amrr ft fa ArPtr Rffaw 
faftt ft anra aT tfta rw & 1 =)|rtr ft Rift aitSatf tft % 

ftSa a ftnma R ftft k ftv rr RRft fftffa aSn ? na a? 

sTTywiTT aacf ft ar Raft k fa ir aft ai w aPaa 

stfrra T 5 T Si rr rru r mftR aiv ftffta ana Smft a tp'- 

fta Put [( mso) 1 r<> afto 211] w rArt faar 1 tr 
Trmft ft fwiaR RtRiaft (Electoral roll) % wt nan 

ftp a't mfiaa aft aaf ft 1 a? *rir ft ft nftfa aa 

niRiaft R RfR ft aft wr faft k an ftj atia ^R ft 


ftr rtrA r RiRiaft ift aft ft aft an^ am 5® 
ftft ft f) 1 fiftpR nTfrtRv % Pnfr ara P ftft aarfftti ft 
fRRp aift aft ft rrtt rv ft aarr Rant aft rt^ ?ftr, 
Pfan Ra ara w jrnra a? aam rt Atrr faftan at wr ft 
WTRanrRT 1 fviiaaaifnrTTfT rht fPftfia-Ta (Nomination 
Paper) ar fttan ai atftan ift at afft ftft | 1 ft 
RR.ar RT ft HTft ft Rf’IRft RRF 1 a 6TR fafttTR RR ft 
ftrar P rr-j P amf ft artfa ft pan TtPrarA Rra Par 
Rift ft aft P ami ft rtrEt farnjTr aft ft i ft am aaftfi 
aft ft a? a? rnmiaR ara r?i % \ aafpr; rtA a la aan 
P w S fft srfaRftt ai’ 5 ftt faftft P aara Rfj:7nR r? mPaa 
sram rtj p i mrfRR as ffiftaa Pnta ftp atm ft i 

fnaiapj-j 3 ( ) 

RfpRftaa ft ftta P arft ft R5 TrrRfA fanan k, fp-tar 
(estopped) ar fafta fimtaa afaft P Pp Riaft P 
aft asiar ai aanr iPar T^aaa tri'riirr P an atfiRa a 
ftftta fP? [( 1 98 o) 4 fto %o 211] r a?r |i 

PP ft faaar at (Pma aft anj: ftar ^ a?t stuff ft faft 
aft ft anar Rfpaft Po 1 ft snft ftafP ft alf Rfrafta 
fftat ft 1 afftaft fto 1 ft rrt aft fanr 1 auff a affiant, 
a® 1 atat P rra 5RppRaaa)r ma P ttrP maP asrP aTR-faaaa 
(Nomination) aa aifftr fan Pi ff a fA ft arft ft faara- 
fptj 3(a) arft Ttrafir asrP P vt ana aft Aar ar aaar 
fa aaft ft affiaft P» 1 ft am ftp awit P aiR faftfaa 
fam ar fP ; ftft na aa aaa ftfr ft ft 1 ma: Rit faaia-fft^ 
afpRuma % fPrinra rr Iftrr amt ^ 1 

f<mm fftjfio 4 

% ft: IMP fia arttn rr afftnft Po 1 % ara firfura RR 
( Nomination Paper) rPr am rrt, aft a, art arft % faft ft 
rtr ftm ^ 1 ftp ft pp Rpa RRftt P arR-faffta faar faftP 
rrr ?ma aft ft ft 1 safAft aaar ft rtr faft ma afta ft aar 1 

srfpRwt rr P fiftara aaia ar taffio, air a^ar | fa vt 
an? snft ft fta sifafaftmT TtfafaRR, 1951 ft nrar 79 
(ar) P ft r£ RfAtTTT A m^an Troift aft titt i to rkt 
s 1 ftr TTmftT aP faftaa war Pa aaP ar wfiran aft & 1 
aaai aaaaaft aft pi rirt 79 (> 3 r) pRntftft rA.rtrt fata 
Ran p :— 

‘V«tft P w. ®t 1 Pr wfaftr p ft faft faftNa R 
^RRpf % aa P amaa : (apfti ) ara fafftn faRT aar p rt 
R twja • rtr faffta ftp ar Rrar afar p 1” 

rut si fta RfffPftw wuiaRR, 1 9 s 1 % writ fPftaa 
P ft ftp Rs-aftf faftaa aft P aaar P 1 

aft a rtr rut 3 o ( 8 ) % RTfama ftr Pftr arfftT 1 nap 
R? p : — 

( a) ftdaR TtrfaaT am ara-faftna Raft ft' afwt fan 
Tip ftn aa% sriarrfta (Accepting) ar, RfPftfPa 
(Rejecting) faP arP a fPfaaaft P RfoAfftr 
fan tP a <s'«aa%a (immediately) 
RSRTH fPfijRiRm. R|R fPffta TTVRfPft ft' wP{ 
aa amiaft at, fftrft aia faftaa WP-rtr c?rrP 
aP p, aft Pan aftr fttr aP rrP m ifi T , ^ 
aarPar 1 


Raar ar 1 
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TTT UPT 79 (*l) T 36(8) Jrftrfafm StftllffJUT, 1951 ?T 

ure ft fir an 79(»i) Sr qwrrfw ST mt'T'ft ftfafiftrffEt 
firSfsFr fafarrmr KfFTh mr ft 1 & srwtff iff Sr srm 

tot ft i etpt h i Sr *ptttf w fmr'pw b w i Pt$ wff iroftr 
fb»rb farta^ Sr «tpt fim ft, fwHir ^nffft’rr'rr fti s*r ^-rwm 
tett wr worm tt sft *rftr mr ft i 

rq|q|rv|^ ^ T^rJ ) , *f jf SHT*r Tf 'iFN I^GTH (TT 0 511^0 STTS"o ) 
1958 FTTo ( 80 9) Sf "far srfafirfiRSr Wfafim VT SFT 79 

(q - ) wz (sr«r*rf ftr fap; fbraT 1 % wr mM 

wrfapn Sr ft ^on ^rwRifSm vt am 36 (b) ftr nw 
&rr»- ti *rf gwi Sr ft i jts aw 4R E rft fab^n f^^r 

mr wr. *mi ft far fwrr w«r4f ft wr PrSwr fbfsra^; 

*nwr H^r ft i ttw; wT *r tmfl ff fttb fi fpt 

Sr teff -its) (bai Tfr *t%stt 1 

WTraFpr F 4 W FIFPT JF TTo ftF M (^rro TTffo 

ttfo i960 jjo m ft^r 5 ) Sr qftt fst i FfEtt 

ft fir- — 

' irrr z* 71 ft fir firrfii ■TPr-fir ifir-r ft ft ftiftt f ttt 
wfcsF fipjr * soft ft riftr fro Pttt Ft 
ttfft ft -ftrrr w *it*h b ^rfiw 7 ^ bfvFr ft, FfiFr 

ETPT J 0 ( 8 ) F WWlfV TR-fiRffirTT wwtff FFTTfr ft :— 

tw Sr w fii^rW-r b *ft bb ftr firrr 1 ^rft gr^fr b fSr- 
fS|7r qrfFTF 5 ft mw-faiTTH tf a?r rafiffir w rfinr ff 
srfbnT ft fir fbfw^EfrFF fw pr fft firJvia ft firafiar 
tt Tmrrr ftfin ^T%a 1 Tfir ^5 wnraT ftrrnrr ara-firSfirFT 
qrr PTtarn: fw aar ft fi.ar ®rfftfT prt rrrrr =arfftp fiwrr 
an fta- in ^ 1 1 " 

qfir srfSi t rtifl'’r>T ftr fir^TW aTr^r >rr cTTcr wr twpi Sr iTFfr wr^ 
tpt Sirn wfirr firafiarf Sr fia^rrar T'lfi arfirrar^ ftr a^r ttSptt i 
tffiraw % 329 ( 11 ) ftr w^»tf Art firata^r *nff % 

fitnrr ^?rra- ftr qfrmp «rt ^aftrffi rftr ^r aroS 1 

wf^ra rrrsff aft, fftaarr aPT-firfwr writw aF firar 5 rt 

sett, fir^pr sraff ftSf tpr TTftrrrr ft 1 rrwf % wa =r aPT-fir^H' 

% wShr ftfir Sr fptt am ft fir ^rr asr Sr faaHa fttft 
aft fWia: (Relief) aftr fl ft jppfr 1 ^Sr fttf ppi ar^rr 
'tfi a?fr a?r 1 

m apff % a^r Sr arr fir^ar Frar ft 1 firm 

ftp^ W7 — 

fim^-fipf aw 7- 2 (a), 3(*r) ^rV 5 Sr M aa firnrat 
Sr warfF srpff arr rraafir (afifira:) afr wt arar ft apr aa 
wflranfT ft 1 

rra a? afirar FTwaT ftfar Tr^aaf afiragfl ama 1 stS 'ffio 
aa° 'Jft aa -nw-aaT Sr fira firataa wa ft ar-fif ?a fSrataa 
aaf arr TraS rrfimft w 1 Sr apr aa wfimat ft 1 ft 
aTfw ao 5 no/- aa fT arai fti 

[ao 82/to trf/7/so(aaro)] 
tP?tt °/- 

asrabr fSnj, arnpjfiT, 
rifio aro apF, art afaa 1 

firfir: 10 ^ari j o« 1 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA. 

New Delhi, the 3rd September, 1981 

O.N. 1180. — In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the Judgment dated the 10th 
July, 1981 of the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad, 
Lucknow Bench, in Election Petition No. 7 of 1980. 

Court No. ? 

ELECTION PETITION NO. 7 OF 1980 

Nem Cliand Jain Vs Pasliupntl Nath Sukla & Ors. 

Hon ble Mahavlr Singh, J. 

This election petition has been filed by petitioner against 
Sri Pashupati Nath Shukla, Opposite Party No. 1 being 
elected member of the Council of State in July, 1980 from 
the U.P, State Assembly Constituency. The relevant fact! 
are as follows : — 

Before, this election, Sri Kamlapatl Trlpati was member 
of the Council of States, He hud resigned from his seat. 
This bye-election was held to fill up that vacancy. On 
17-6-1980 the Election Commission issued a Notification 
under Section 147(1) of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 calling upon the elected members of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Uttar Pradesh to elect a person for the 
purpose of filling that vacancy before 7th July, 1980. In 
that connection the following programme for election wa» 
fixed : — 

(a) 24-6-1980— the last date of filing nomination paper; 

(b) 25-6-1980; the date for scrutiny of nomination 

papers ; 

(c) 27-6-1980; the last date for the withdrawal of tho 

candidature ; 

(d) 4-7-1980 ; the date of which, if necessary, the poll 

would take place ; 

(e) 6-7-1980 ; the date before which the election will 

be completed. \ 

The same day the Election Commission as required by 
section 21 of the Representation of People Act, 1951, in 
consultation with the Government of State of U.P. appointed 
Sri S P. Singh, Secretary, U.P. Legislative Assembly, Luck- 
now Opposite party No. 5 as Returning Officer. Sri S, R 
Singh also the same day i e. 17-6-1980, issued a notice and 
fixed the programme to the effect that the candidates would 
file their nomination papers by 3 P.M. on 24th June, 1980, 

The petitioner and opposite party No. 1 both filed their 
nomination papers by the 24th of June 1980. At the time 
of scrutiny of June 25, 1980. certain objections were raised 
against the nqjnination papers of Opposite Party No. 1. out 
of which only one objection is relevant here. It is that those 
members who proposed name of opposite party No. 1 were 
not competent to do so as they had not taken oath as elected 
members. The Returning Officer rejected this objection of 
the Petitioner. Accordingly on 4-7-1980, poll took place 
and the petitioner got only 41 votes while opposite party 
No. 1 got 325 votes. The Returning Officer declared opposite 
party No. 1 as elected. On 12-8-1980 the petitioner filed 
this election petition. 

The case of the petitioner was that the election of the 
members of the U.P. Asscmblv held in the first week of 
.Tune 1980 was all illegal. In this connection he has pointed 
out that on 17-2-1980 the previous Legislative Assembly had 
been dissolved by the President by issuing a notification 
under article 356 of the Constitution of Tndia and in accor- 
dance therewith he hafi assumed all powers of the Governor 
of the State. Hence the power vested in the Governor under 
section 15(2) of the Representation of People Act, 1951 for 
issue of notification calling for general election also becamo 
vested in the President. Therefore, the notification for the 
general election issued on 25-4-1980 by the Governor wa» 
illegal. The Governor had not taken any prior sanction for 
the issue of this notification, The Election Commission had 
requested only the Governor for issue of notification for 
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the election, whereas it should have been made so to the 
President. Hence the election of members in an election 
held under such a notification was itself illegal and, there- 
fore, none of them had any right to take part in the election 
for the Council of States. 

The second objection on behalf of the petitioner was that 
Sri S. P. Singh could not have been appointed hs Returning 
Officer for this election as under section 2l of the Represen- 
tation of Peoples Act, 1 951 only an officer of the Govern- 
ment could be so appointed and Sri S. P. Singh was a Sec- 
retary of the Legislature only and not an officer of the 
Government. 

The third objection on behalf of the petitioner was that 
at the time when the members filed nomination papers of 
opposite party No. 1 they had not taken the oath required 
on being elected as member of the Legislative Assembly, 
(This oath was taken on 27th June, 1980). Hence the 
nomination paper filed for opposite party No. 1 us on 
24-6-1980 was invalid and, therefore, the returning officer 
and commited a legal error in rejecting his objection. 

The last objection in this connection was that the electoral 
roll which was prepared for the election was also invalid. 
His contention was that the Electoral Ro'l could be prepared 
only by the Returning Officer but it had been circulated at 
11 P.M. even before his appointment. 

The petitioner had impleaded in this election petition, 
besides opposite party No. 1 the Election Commission 
(Opposite Party No. 2), th e State of U.P. (Opposite Party 
No. 3) Governor of U.P. (Opposite Party No. 4) and the 
Returning Officer Shri S, P. Singh (Opposite Party No. 5) 
as respondents. 

Opposite Party No. 1 had filed a separate written statement. 
Opposite parties 2, 3 and 4 had filed a separate Joint written 
statement and opposite party No. 5 had not filed any written 
statement. 

In both the written statements common points have been 
taken and hence they are not being separately described and 
only common points are being given here briefly. On their 
behalf it was said that the procedure commenced by the 
Governor on the recommendation of the Election Commis- 
sion by the issue of a notification was valid. The President 
had delegated all his powers to the Governor. The only 
condition mentioned was that the Governor would exercise 
these powers under the superintendence, direction and control 
of the President. The President had not taken any action 
against the order passed by the Commission. Therefore, it 
was clear that he had approved of the work of the Governor. 
It was also said on their behalf that Sri S, P. Singh was duly 
appointed as Returning Officer, He is actually a Govern- 
ment Officer. They also disputed thi 8 contention of the 
petitioner that the newly elected members of the Legislativ 
Assembly wore not competent to take part in the election 
procss. It was said that their election had been declared 
long ago by the Returning Officer and the Election Commis- 
sion had also issued a notification under section 73 of the 
Representation of th c People Act, 1951 on 9-6-81 (sic) and 
from that date the Legislative Assembly would be deemed to 
have been constituted. The taking of oath was needed only 
for work to be done within the precincts of the Legislative 
Assembly House. Before taking oath they could do other 
acts. It was also said that the Electoral Roll was distributed 
on 19-6-1980 and not on 17-6-1980. It was also said that 
the petitioner could not raise any objection in this election 
petition against the election of members and that he could 
not raise any objection even against opposite party No. 1 
on the ground of his proposers not taking oath as his owd 
nomination paper was also filed by such members who had 
not taken the oath. 

It was lasdy contended that making of opposite parties 
Nos. 2 to 5 as respondents was in violation of the provisions 
of section 82 of the Representation of Peples Act, 1951. 

On the consideration of the pleadings of the parties the 
following issues were framed : — 

(1) Whether opposite ■ parties 2 to 5 have been wrongly 
impleaded in violation of provisions of section 82 
of the Representation of People Act, if so, to what 
effect 7 


(2) (a) Whether opposite party No. 5 was an officer 
of the Government or of local authority within 
tho meaning of section 21 of the Representation 
of the Peoples Act, 1951 ? 

(b) If not, whether he could be validly appointed as 

Returning Officer for conducting the election In 
question ? 

(c) If, not whether the election conducted by him is 

void ? 

3. (a) Whether in the absence of any oath taken by 
M.L.As, nomination by them of opposite party 
No. 1 as a candidate was Invalid and if so, whether 
his nomination was wrongly accepted by Re- 
turning Officer, opposite party No, 5 7 

(b) Whether the petitioner is estopped from ques- 
tioning the nomination of opposite party No. 1 
in view of the allegations made in para 37 of 
the written statement of opposite parties Nos. 2 
to 4 that he (petitioner) too was nominated as 
a candidate in similar circumstances 7 

(4) Whether the petitioner is not entitled to question 
the election of opposite party No. 1 In view- of the 
allegations made in para 39 of the wijtten state- 
ment of opposite parties Nos. 2 to 4. 

5. (a) Whether the electoral roll was validly prepared 7 

(b) If not, to what effect 7 

(c) Whether the petitioner is not entitled to challenge 

ihe validity of the electoral roll In the present 
election petition as alleged in para 33 of tho 
written statement of opposite parties Nos. 2 to 
4 7 

6. (1) Whether the persons who took part in Ihe voting 

were not entitled to vote 7 

(b) Whether the voters were not validly elected in 
view of the allegations made in para 18 to 27 

/ of the petition and, as such, were not entitled 
to vote or propose 7 

, (c) Whether the petitioners is not entitled to challenge 
the election of the other M.L.As in this petition 
ns alleged in para 28 of W.S. filed by O.P. 
numbers 2 to 4 ? 

(7) To what relief is the petitioner entitled to get ? 

Out of the above issues, issue No 1 was made a prelimi- 
nary issue, By my order dated 25-2-1981 I had accepted 
the objection raised on behalf of the opposite parties in part. 
It was decided that opposite party number 4 the Governor 
of the State of U.P. was wrongly impleaded as party, but 
impleadment of other persons was not against the nrovis ons 
of the Representation of the Peoples Act. Accordingly the 
name of the opposite party No. 4 was deleted from the 
list of Opposite parties. 

I shall consider these issues from a different sarlatim so 
that those issues would be considered first which arc con- 
cerned with the election process at the first stage and, there- 
after, the objections raised in connection with the subsequent 
election process. 

Issue Nos. 6(a) awKb) 

Ext. 3 that validity of which has been objected to in this 
petition is as follows. 

GOVERNMENT OF UTTAR PRADESH 
NIRVACIIAN VIBHAG 
No. E 7214/XVH-A-137/80 
Dated Lucknow Apt il 25, 1980 
NOTIFICATION 

Whereas the Legislative Assembly of Uttar Pradesh has 
been dissolved on 17th February, 1980 by the President 
under article 356 of the Constitution, 
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And whereas it is necessary to hold a general election 
for the purpose of constituting a new Legislative Assembly 
for this State ; 

Now, whereas in pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 
15 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 
1951), the Guvemor of Uttar Pradesh is hereby pleaded, 
as recommended by the Election Compiission, to call upon 
all the ossebly constituencies in die State to elect members 
in accordance with provisions of the said Act and the Rules 
and Orders made thereunder. 

By order of the Governor, 
Ramcsh Chandra Deo Sharma Saehiv” 

The question is whether the Governor had the power to 
issue such a notification ? In this connection those noti- 
fications would have also to be considered by which the 
President bad assumed the powers of the Governor and 
by which he had delegated his powers to the Governor. 

Ex. 1 is the notification which vvas issued by President 
on 17-2-1980 while dissolving Legislative Assembly of Uttar 
Pradesh. The relevant portion thereof is being quoted 
below — 

“Wheieas I, Neelam Sanjivu < sic) Reddy, President of 
India, am satisfied that the situation has arisen in 
which the Government of Uttar Pradesh can not 
be carried on in accordance with the provisions 
of the Constitution of India hereinafter referred 
to as “The Constitution". 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Article 356 of the Constitution and of all other power* en- 
abling me in that behalf, I hereby proclaim that : 

(a) assume to myself as President of India all functions 

of the Government of the said State and all powers 
vested In or exercisable by the Governor of that 
State. 

(b) 

(c) make the following incidental and consiquential 

provisions which appear to me to be necessary or 
desirable for giving effect to th e object of this 
proclamation, namely, 

(i) in exercise of the functions and powers assumed 

to myself by virtue of clause (a) of this Pro- 
clamation as aforesaid, it shall be lawful for me 
as President of India to act to such extent as 
I think fit through the Governor of the said 
State ; 

(ii) The operation of the following provisions of the 

Constitution, in relation to the State is hereby 
suspended. 

Article 163 and 164 : 

So much of clause (3) of article 166 as relates to the 
allocation rmong the Ministers of the business of the Govern- 
ment of the State. 


(iii) The Legislative Assembly of the said State is 
hereby dissolved ; 

(iv) Any reference in the Constitution to the Governor 
'shall in relation to the said State be construed as a reference 
to President and any reference wherein to the Legislature of 
the Stale or the Houses thereof shall, in so fur as it relates 
to the functions and powers thereof be construed, unless 
the context otherwise requires as a reference to Parliament, 
and in pailiculai , references in Article 213 to the Governor 
and to the Legislature of the State or the House thereof 
shall be construed ns reference to the President and a 
Parliament or to the House thereof respectively. 

Provided that nothing here it shall affect the provision 
of article 158, Aiticles 155 to 159 (both inclusive). Article 
290 and article 361 and paragraphs 1 to 4 (both inclusive 
of the second Schedule or prevent the President 
from acting under sub-clause ' (1) of this clause to *ncli 


extent as he thinks fit through the Governor of the said 
State. 

(v) 

New Delhi, 

the 17th February, 1980. 

NEELAM SANJIVA REDDY, 
PRESIDENT 
SRINIVASA VARADAN, 
(SECRETARY) 

New Delhi, the 17th February 1980. 

Another order passed by President delegating his powers 
to Governor is as follows : — 

New Delhi, the 7th February, 1980, G.S.R. 39(R) : The 
following order by the President is published for general 
information : 

In pursuance of Sub-Clause (1) of Clause (c) of the Pro- 
clamation issued on this th e 17th of February, 1980 by me 
under Article 356 of the Constitution by India, I hereby 
direct that all the functions of the Government of the 
State of Uttar Pradesh and all the powers vested in or 
exercisable by the Governor of that State under the Consti- 
tution, or under any law in force in that State which have 
been assumed by the President by virtue of clause (a) of the 
said Proclamation, shall subject to the superintendence, 
direction and control of the President, be exercisable also 
by the Governor of the said State. 

New Delhi, the 17th February, 1989. 

NEELAM SANJIVA REDDY, 
PRESIDENT 
T. C. A. SR1NIVASAVARADAN 
SECRETARY” 

New Delhi, the 17th February, 1980. 

The contention of the learned counsel for the petitioner 
is that he word ‘subject’ means that the Governor was to 
obtain prior consent of the President before exercising such 
power and there was no evidence in this connection, nor 
there was any pleading that the Governor had taken prior 
consent of the President before Issue of such a notification. 
Hence the case of learned counsel for the petitioner is that 
this notification was invalid. 

1 do not agree with this contention of the learned counsel 
for the petitioner. The word ‘subject’ does not mean that 
the Governor was to take prior consent of the President 
before exercise in all those powers. This merely means 
that while in the exercise of such powers the President can 
issue any direction which he thinks fit and it would be 
obligatory for the Governor to act in acco r dance there- 
with. 

The learned counsel for the petitioner has mentioned a 
number of rulings on page 8 of his written arguments but 
none of them interprets the sentence "subject to the superin- 
tendence, direction and control". On the other-hand, the 
learned Advocate General on behalf of the opposite-parties 
has referred to Associated Transport Vs. Union of India 
(A.l.R. 1978 Madras, 173). Therein this opinion was given 
that after issue of such a notification, it will be totally In- 
appropriate to call the Governor a delegate or an ugent of 
the President. The result is that the Governor acts as if 
the President himself acts, subject of course to the superin- 
tendence, direction and conti ol of the President. 

The learned counsel for the petitioner also contends that 
the President has no power to delegate his powers which 
he had assumed himself under article 356 of the Constitu- 
tion to any other authority. This contention is also not 
correct Article 356(1 )(c) empowers the President to make 
incidental and consequential provisions for giving effect to 
the objects of the Proclamation. Tt is an incidental point 
whether the President would use all hi s powers himself or 
whether h e would get it done through another. It is not 
possible for the President that besides work in connection 
with the affairs of the Union, he shall also himself do the 
work of State Government for will exercise the powers 
vested in Lie Governor. Therefore," if be delegates his 
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powers to suet an extent as lie thinks fit, it would be under 
the provisions of the proclamation. Of course as held in 
Re Article 143 of the Constitution of India and Delhi Laws 
Act, 1912, AIR 1951 S.C. 332 he should not addicate his 
powtrs completely. The President has, however, not done 
so. He has imposed a condition that the Governor would 
exercise these powers subject to his superintendence, direc- 
tion and control. By this waj 1 the President can seen whe- 
ther the Governor whs doing work properly or not and 
he can also give direction in connection with his actions 
and can also control them. Therefore, the President had 
not acted against the powers given to him by Article 356 
of the Constitution. Hence the order by which the President 
and delegated his powers to the Governor was valid and, 
therefore, the notification issued by the Governor on 25-4-1980 
ennnot be regarded as illegal. 

Similarly, the contention raised by the learned counsel for 
the petitioner is not acceptable that while issuing tins noti- 
fication on behalf of the Governor, he should have issued 
the notification as under the orders of the President, then 
the Governor can himself issue such a notification, it was 
not necessary for him to describe it as under the orders 
of the President. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the 
Election Commission could reco mm end only to the Presi- 
dent for issue of a notification and not to the Governor 
as all his powers were vested in the President. This is 
also not correct. As pointed out ubove, the President had 
given all his powers which he had assumed to himself by 
that notification to the Governor under some conditions. 
Therefore, tho Election Commission could also make recom- 
mendation to the Governor. 

In this connection it has also been said that there is no 
signhfure of the Governor on this notification and Shri R. C. 
Deo Sharraa the Law Secretary had issued his notification 
by writing under orders of the Governor. The case in 
this connection was that Article 166(3) of the Constitution 
under which the Governor can make rules for convenient 
transaction of the business of the State Government, had 
been suspended by the notification dated 17-2-1980 and 
therefore, the Law Secretary had no power to issue notifica- 
tion on his behalf. This contention is also not correct. 
By the notification dated 17-2-1980 Ex. 1 the whole clause 
(3) of Article 166 had not been suspended. Only that part 
was suspended which made a provision about allocation 
of the business among the Ministeis and the council of 
Ministers haj been dissolved. Hence due to non-suspension 
of tho remaining portion of this clause, the Governor could 
get tnat work done through his Secretary in accordance with 
the rules for distribution of work. Hence the notification 
issued by the Governor for the election was completely valid 
and the election held there under could not be regarded as 
invalid at all. Therefore, the members elected in such an 
election would be rcgaidcd as duly elected. Hence both 
the parts of this issue are decided against the petitioner. 

Issue No. 6(1): In view of Ihe ponion giveu in regard 
to Issue no. 6(a) and (b) it is not necessary to dispose of 
this part. Tt is, however, sufficient to say that the objec- 
tions rained bv the opposite parties in this connection is 
not correct. The Petitioner is not making any prayer for 
declaring the election of other elected members of the 
Assembly to be invalid. There is no doubt lhat the election 
of a member could he challenged only through an election 
petition. But here the petitioner is not challenging the 
election of any particular member. He has challenged the 
validity of the entire election. As it affects the disputed 
election, the petitioner can raise all such points in the 
election petition which according to him are necessary for 
declaring this election to be invalid, 

Issue No. 2(a) t Both tV parties agree that Shri S. P. 
Singh O. P, No. 5 is not an officer of the local Authority. 
There is a dispute whether he is an officer of the Govern- 
ment or not. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that State had 
three organs : Executive, Legislatures and Judiciary. The 
word 'Government’ means executive only. The ‘Judiciary’ 
and ‘Legislature’ arc not regarded as organs of the Govern- 
ment. They are organs of the State, hence the officers 


working in these organs cannot be called officers of the 
Government. They are meiely officers in the service of the 
State. In this connection he has also pointed oift that a 
person who is an officer of the Government would clearly 
be under the Government because no official of the Govern- 
ment . can be 1 egurded above the Government. In this 
connection by rcleiring to Pradatta Kumar Bose Vs. Hon’ble 
Chief Justice of Calcutta High Court 1955(2) S.C.R., 1331, 
Baldco Raj Gulati Vs. Punjab and Haryana High Court 
(1976(4) S.C.R. 201), Union of India Vs. Shieth (1977(4) 
S.C.C. 193), Har Govind Pant Vs. Dr. Raghukul Tilak 
(1979(3) S.C.C. 498) he says that the employees and judicial 
offi er of the judiciary cannot be regarded as the officers 
under the Government, In Pradutta Kumar Bose (sunra) 
the question was about Registrar of the High ourt Baldeo 
Raj Gulati (supra) was case about some Judicial Officer. 
Jn Union of India Vs. Shieth (supra) while referring to tho 
constitutional position of the Judges of the High Court, 
and Supreme Court, it was observed that they were not 
officers under the Government. There was no relationship 
of employer and employee between them and the Govern- 
ment, At page 236, para 49 they referred to the following 
which shows that they are part of the State and not of 
the Government : — 

“He is as such part of the State as the Executive Govern- 
ment. The State has in fact three organa, one 
exercising Executive power, another exercising 
legislative power and the third exercising judicial 
power. Each. in independent and supreme within 
its allotted sphere and it Is not possible to say 
that one is superior to the other. The High Court 
constituted of the Chief Justice and other Judges, 
exercise, the judicial power of the State and is co- 
ordinate in position and status with the Governor 
aided and advised by the council of Ministers, who 
exercises the executive power and the legislative 
assembly together with the legislative council, 
if any, which exercises the Legislative power of 
the State." 

In Targovind Pant Vs. Dr. Raghukul Tiluk (supra), the 
Supreme Court while approving the earlier ruling again 
observed that the Judges of the High Court and the Supreme 
Court were not under the Government of India though they 
were exercising the powers of the Slate. On the same view 
the officer exercising the powers of the Legislature would 
not be called an qfficer under the Government, and, as 
such, would not be an officer of the Government. 

learned Advocate General who appeared on behalf of 
the opposite parties laid emphasis on the fact that in icality 
all these three kinds of powers merely exercise Govern- 
mental function. Ho did not accept this contention of tho 
learned Counsel for the petitioner that the word ‘Govern- 
ment’ means only the ‘Executive’. In this connection, he 
has relied on certain observations made in Re; Shri Sundar 
Lai (A.I.R. 1919 Allahabad 91 F.B.), Sharkari Prasad Vs. 
Union of India (A.I.R. 1051 S.C. 456. In Re : Sundar 
Lai (supra) the phrase the Government in British Tntjia as 
by law ‘established’ in section 4 of the press Act was ex- 
plained. They pointed out that the phr.ise ‘Government 
established in British India’ meant an established authority 
which governs the country and ils public affairs and in- 
cludes all those representatives to whom the work of the 
Government has been entrusted. Thus the learned Advocate 
General contends that as the Legislature also is an established 
authority, the work done by it is a Governmental, function. 
He has also emphasised on the following quotation given jn 
para 13 in Shankari Prasad Singh Vs. Union of India 
(Supra) : — 

“Dicoy defines constitutional law as including" all 
rules which directly indirectly affect the distribu- 
tion or the exercise of (he sovereign power in the 
State.” It is thus mainly concerned with the 
creation of the three great organs of (he State, 
ihe executive, the Legislature and the judiciary, 
the distribution of Governmental power among 
them and the definition of their mutual relation.’’ 

By this quotation he contends that there is only a distribu- 
tion of Governmental power among the executive, the legis- 
lature and the judiciary and hits tacli being part of tho 
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Government employees wotking (herein Would be tailed 
officers oi (he Government. 

These quotations do not clear the disputed point in Re: 
Sunder Lai (supra) the question was a different one. In 
Shankari Prasad Singh Vs. Union of India the function of 
State has been described as a ‘Governmental function’. The 
distinction between 'the State’ and ‘the Government’ was 
not in issue there. It is undisputed that ‘State’ and Govern- 
ment’ are two different concepts. In State of Rajasthan Vs. 
Union of India 1977f3) S.C.C. 592 this distinction has 
been considered extensively. It is a different thing that there 
was a difference of opinion among themselves whether for 
the purpose of Aiticle 331, the word ‘State’ used in the 
phase regarding a dispute between Government of Inlia 
and one or more State woidd include, the Government of 
the day or not. 

Beside this, the word ‘Governmental function 1 and 
‘Government’ cannot be used in ffie same sense. The use 
of the word ‘Government’ is being Liken in a limited 
sense, whereas the word ‘Governmental function’ can have 
a wider meaning. The most that can be said is that the 
word ‘Government’ can be used in two senses. One is a 
limited, one i.e. it concerns the executive as is contended by 
the petitioner and the other is a wider meaning to which 
it includes all these three parts as is contended by the 
learned Advocate General on behalf of the opposite: narty. 
Hence we would have to see in what sense it ha., been used 
in our legal system. The Constitution of India is the base 
of all oor legal system. Hence we have to sec the provi- 
sions of the Constitution in this connection i.e. we have to 
sec what meaning hag been given to the word “Govern- 
ment” in oor constitution. In Article 12 of the Constitu- 
tion lhe word ‘State’ has been defined. There it includes 
the Government, the parliament of India, tile Government 
and Legislatures of each of the States and all local or .other 
authorities within the territory of India or under the Cont- 
rol of the Government of India. Here the word ‘Govern- 
ment’ has bceft used only for execution and it has not 
been used for Parliament or other authorities otherwise, they 
would not have been sccretely mention, InRc: Ramanandan 
Vs, State (1959 Allahabad 131 F.B.) it has been pointed out 
in this connection that under the Constitution there is no 
definition of the word ‘Government’ and in Section 3(23) 
of the General clauses Act. this word has been defined to 
include both Central and Slate Governments. Thus here 
also in the definition of the word 'Government 1 ‘Legisla- 
ture’ or ‘Judiciary’ have not been included and so Govern- 
ment can mean be only the executive. In the Constitution 
wherever ‘Judiciary’ or ‘Legislature’ have been mentioned 
they have never been described under lhe name of Govern- 
ment. 

Under Article 89 to 98 of the Constitution of India 
there is mention of the Officers of the parliament and 
under Article 178 and 187, there is n mention of officers 
of Legislature. Under Article 98 there is provision of 
Secretariat of Parliament and under Article 187 there is 
provision for Secictarlat of Legislature and it has been 
provided that each of them would have their separate 
secretarial staff. 


This distinction is also clear from Article 310 and 311 of 
the Constitution. There is a mention of two kinds of 
services: one under the Union o r State Government and the 
other is simplv described as services of the Union or of the 
State. Hence these employees who are not under the Union 
or the State i.e, under the Union or the State Government 
hut are employees of other organs of State or of judiciary 
or legislature came under Second Category (Vide Baldeo 
Raj Gulati (Supra) pagel31. Rules have been framed for 
employees of Secretariat of the legislature of Uttar Pradesh 
in 1974. fn Role 48 there is a provision that Government 
Servants Conduct Rule would also apply to the employees 
of the Secretariat of the Legislature. This further clarifies 
that the employees of the Secretariat are not Government 
Servants otherwise there was no necessity to appiv to these 
rules pertaining to the Government servants. 

Besides this it is also necessary to seen in what context 
this word has been used in Section 21 of the Representation 


of Peoples Act. Section 21 of the Representation of peop- 
ple act, 1951 reads as follows: — 

“21 Returning Officer. Forevery constituency for 
every election to fill a scat or seats in the council 
of States and lor every election by the members 
of the Legislative assembly of a Stats to fill a 
seat or seats in the Legislative Council of the 
State, the Election Commission shall, in. consulta- 
tion with the Government of the State, designate 
or nominate a returning officer who shall be an 
officer of Gevernmcnt or of a local authority." 

It is thus clear that the word ‘Government used oil 
second occasion was an abreviated form of the word 
Government of State Government of State means only ex- 
ecutive Government. It is only in consultation with it that 
the Election Commission appoints returning officers and not 
in consultation with the officers of the Legislature or the 
Judiciary. If a different meaning of the word ‘Government’ 
was desired, it should have been specified bcie, if one word 
is used in a section twice it would have thy same meaning. 
Hence the way in which the word ‘Government’ has been 
used in section 21 of the Representation of Peoples Act 
also clearly shows that the word ‘Officers of the Govern- 
ment’ means an officers of the Government of State i.e. 
officer of the executive and not of others. 

The way in which the State Government has issued noti- 
fication for appointing different officers as returning officers 
also makes it clear that lhe officers of the legislature are 
not officers of the Government, Ext. 2 is the notification 
which was issued by the State Government on 5.4. 1980 
for appointing returning officers for various constituencies. 
It language is as follow : — 


the Election Commission hereby designates in 
consultation with the Government of LIttnr Pradesh 
the Officer of the Government specified in Column 
2 of the Table below as the Returning Officer of 
Assembly Constituency in the State of Uttar Pra- 
desh as specified in Colum J of the said Table 
against such officer of the Government.” , 

Thereafter in the table there are names of the officers and 
other authorities. But Sri S. P. Singh has been appointed as 
Returning Officer bv the following notification (Ext.5no. 
100ICS, U.P, 1318014). 

“In exercise of the powers conferred by section 21 of 
the Representation of Peoples Act, 1981 the Elec- 
tion Commission in consultation, of the Govern- 
ment of Uttar Pradesh hereby designates Secre- 
tary, U. P. Vidhan Sabho, Lucknow, to the Rttuin- 
ing Officer. 

Here they did not describe the Secretary as an Officer 
of the Government as was done for other officers in the 
earlier notification quoted above, This also makes it clear 
that the State Government, also did not regard Secretary 
Sfatc Legislature to) be an officer of the Govmment foi the 
purposes of Section 21 of the Representation of People Act, 
1981. Hence my finding on this issue is that opposite 
party No. 5 Sri S. P. Singh was not an officer of the 
Government in the context of section 21 of the Rcpiesenta- 
tion of Peoples Acl, 1951. He is an officer of the legisla- 
ture and thus was an officer of the State. 

Issue No. 2(b) : 

The result of the finding is that Sri S. P, Singh could not be 
appointed as Returning Officer for the disputed elected, 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has also mode one 
more submission in this connection. This contention was 
that the Election Commission could appoint an officer of 
the Government as Retarding Officer only with consultation 
of the Government of the State of U. P. but the time 
vvhen Sri S. P. Singh was appointed a s Returning Officer, 
there was no Government of the U. P. State. He connec- 
tion is that V. I 5 . Legislature had been dissolved and thus 
there did not exist the Government of UP. as well and 
the entire government function of tho State of IT. p. was 
taken over by the President and the Parliament. I do not 
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agrree with th.s connection of the learned counsel lor the 
petitioner. For tunning of the (iovemment of U.P. it 
is not necessary that it must be seen always through a 
council of Ministers as is the case of the learned council 
for the petitioner, l'he state Council oi Ministers works 
only so long as the legislatuie or the councd ol' Ministers 
is not dissolved. On proclamation of emergency the func- 
tion of the Government of U.P. State is entrusted on the 

Piesident and the parliament but even then they 

will be said to be. doing only the work of the 

Government of State of U. P. Therefore, by it pioclamation 
thero is only change in the method of Government of the 
State of Uttar Pradesh and nothing else. Hence there is no 
mistake in this notification. 

However, as stated above, as Si i S. P. Singh v-, noL an 
officer of the Government within the meaning of Section 21 
of the Representations of Peoples Act. He could not be 
appointed as Returning Officer, 


Issue No. 3 (a) 1 


Ibis is admitted to the parties that the nomination paper 
Or k-ivusuc pany iso. i u,.lu oCCli uleu m mis case upm 
a,4tn June, ubo ana Lnosc meniceis oi tne icigsluiurc wuo 
unci piopsea me name or opposite pauy no. i nnu nui 
tairen oaui us elected memticis ol me i_egisiatuie. I he prog- 
lainine or taking oatfi commenced oil j,/qi oi june, ooa. 
Oi course tne poll look place alter tne members had taken 
Lneir oatn. ine contention ol tne learned counsel lor me 
petitioner is mat rnose members who flad hied tne nomina- 
tion paper ol me name of opposite party no. 1 , weie not 
competent to nominate as till tnen tney nau not become mem- 
bers ot tne legislative Assembly, fncy became members only 
alter they toon oath wmen took place o D 2 /th June, 1 yeo 
or thereafter. On tne otner nann the learned counsel for 
opposite party no. 1 says at me declaration ot lesuit oi 
eiecaon oi me members of the Legisiaiuic was maue on ‘-an 
June, mo as provided in beerton 06 oi the Representation 
ot Peoples Act, 1951. Incre is also a provision m becliou 
6 /(a) or ibis Act that the date, on which a retaiw ug officer 
declares the election ot elected members, will be deemed 
lo be tbf date ot election of that candidate lor the purpose 
of this Act, Thereafter, a notification can also bp issued 
under section 73 of the Representation of Peoples Act, It 
provides that there shall be notified in the official gazette 
as soon as possible after the results of the election have been 
declared under section 53 or 66 , the names ot members elect- 
ed from those constituencies and updo the issue ot such a 
notification, the house or assembly as the caNc may be. shall 
be deemed to be duly constituted. Thus the U.P. Legislative 
Assembly had been constitued before 24th of June, 1980 and 
the date of election of those members who had nominated 
opposite party no. 1 was also tegurded as 9th of June, 1980. 
HenCe this contention that they were not members of the 
State Legislative Assembly and that they had no right to 
nominate was not correci. It was also contended that the 
provision for taking oath under Article 188 is for doing 
work in the assembly and not for other acts. The learned 
counsel for the petitioner however, contends that the 
necessity of taking oath is not confined only for doing the 
work, within the precinet of the Legislative Assembly, but 
in reality he will not do any work as member of the J egis- 
lative Assembly unless he has taken oath. 


In this connection he has teferred to the ceitific.de which 
is given to every person on being elected as member of the 
Assembly by he returning officer. It is form No. 24 of the 
Conduct of Election Rules 1961, which is as follows 


“I Returning Officer for Ihc election to the 

hereby certify that I have on the .day 

of declare Sri to have been duly elect- 
ed to be a member of the and that ip token 

thereof I have granted to him this certificate of election. 

Returnin'! Officer" 


The learned counsel for the petitioner has laid great 
amphasis on the word’ and contends that this word shows that 
till then they have not become members and they are only 
members designate. Similarly, the oath which is administered 
to a member of the Assembly before taking his scat is given 


in Foim No, 7JB which is given in Thud Schedule ol the 

Constitution. This is as follows : — 

"I having been elected us 

member of the Legisittvc Assembly, do aweai m 
the name of God that I will bear true faith and 
allegience to the Constitution oi India as by law 
established and that 1 will uphold the sovereignty 
and integrity of India and that 1 will discharge the 
duty which 1 am about to enter." 

The meaning of- the above undei lined poition is said to 
be that a member cannot discharge the duty of offi- 
ce upto the time of taking oath, lie cun do so only 
after he takes oath. Here oath js not lcqmied to 
be taken lor any specific function. It ij m connec- 
tion with the office for which he has been elected. 

It is also to be considered that a person who is elected 
for the assembly is elected for an office and 110 L for 
any particular scat inside the precinet of the 
Legislative Assembly. 

The word Office’ means at, shown in Smt. Kanta Vs. 
Nanak Chand Khuiana, 1969, 1.3) S. C, C, 268 
Pam 6 that position or place to which duties of 
public nature are attached. 

Lor peisons who are appointed under the Constitution 
whether they are judges of the Supreme Couit of High Court 
President or Vice President, the order of their appointment 
cannot be said lo have taken effect untill they take oath of 
their office. While considering the case of a judge of the 
High Court in Shabbir Vs. State AIR 1965, Allahabad 97, 
Para 3, it was mentioned that a person who is appointed a 
judge of the High Comt remains, before he takes oath, only 
judge designate. 

In this connection it would not he out of place to quoLe 
Lhe 'views oi Hr. Ambedkar. In tne Constituent Assembly 
(.Debates) Vol. Viii, P-J31, while replying lor the amend- 
ment ptoposed by Professor Shah ; — - 

“li Piot, Shah were to refer to article 81 and also note 
Lite ncauing "Disqualifications ol Members" the lust Rung 
He wifi realise is tnat merely because a candidate has been 
elected to Parliament, does not entitle him to become a 
Member oi Parliament, ’there aie certain, what 1 may can 
cciemonies that have to be gone thiough before a duly ciectcd 
candidate can be said to have become a member of parlia- 
ment. One such thing which he has to undergo is the iaking 
ol tile oath. He must first lake the oath before he cun take 
his seat m the House, Unless and until! he lakes ibe oath he 
is not a member and as Jong as he is not u member he is 
not entitled to take a seat in Ihe House. That is the provi- 
sion. Unless candidates take their oath and take their seat, 
they do not become a members and tliev do not become 
entitled to elect the speaker. ‘That do not become 

entitled to taking of oath, becoming a member 

it is thus clear that so far as our Constitution is concerned, 
no person becomes entitled to be a member of the Assembly 
on being elected as such until he takes oath. 

The same can be said about a notification issued for 
constitution of Assembly under section 73 of the Representa- 
tion of Peoples Act, 1951. In the provision this section, there 
is a provision that it would not effect the duration of the 
State legislative Assembly, if any, functioning immediately 
before the issue of the said notification. This shows that 
Constitution is one thiog and being entitled to work for the 
same is different. Under Article 172(1) of the Constitution 
there is a provision that the duration of the assembly of a 
State shall commence from the dffie appointed for its first 
meeting. Therefore, the duration of the Legislative Assembly 
did not commence from 9 th lune, 1980 when the notification 
section 73 of the Representation of Peoples Act was issued 
for its constitution. But it begain from the date its fiist meet- 
ing was called, which is 27lb lune, 1980. On that date it would 
be said to have started functioning. A general election can 
then be held before the dissolution of a legislative assembly, 
but newly elected legislative Assembly, would start functioning 
only after the expiry of t he period of earlier Legislative 
Assembly. It was said so in connection with the House of 
People in Bhola Nath Vs. Union of India. A.I.K. 1963, 
Allahabad, 63. It has been mentioned therein that the effect 
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of the Article 83(2) of the Constitution is that the House of 
People docs not start functioning fiom thp date of issue of 
notification under section 73 of the Representation of Peoples 
Act, but its duration starts from the date when its first meet- 
ing is called. Hnece, in reality, only from that date the 
elected members of the House can be called members of 
House of People, The same thing jippliei to the Legislative 
Assembly, As Article 172 is in slmilat terms as Arttcle-83, 
it cannot be thought that while the duration of a legislative 
Assembly would commence from the date of its first meet- 
ing, the duration of its members would begain from the date 
of the declaration of election. It is tiue that for the ourposcs 
of section 67(a) of the Representation of Peoples Act, 1951, 
the date of election of a candidate is the date on which the 
result of his election has been declared by the Returning 
Officer. But this date is for the purpose of that Act and not 
for his period. His period is along with the period of the 
Legislative Assembly. In Representation of Peoples Act, 1951 
the limitation for filing an election petition is 45 days from 
the date of election. For that purpose this section is lelcvant. 

In Sarvadli Kar Vs. St.ne 'f Oiissa Legislative Assembly, 
1952 Orissa, 231, the scope of this very Question has been 
widened even further. There ihis opinion has been given 
that the date on which thb first meeting of the members is 
called could not be said to be the date of the commence- 
ment of the session. Its 'session would tfgin from the date 
on which its members have taken oath. The learned advocate 
General for the opposite party referred to K, K. Abu Vs. 
Union of India (A I R. 1965, Karala. 229) fii which it was 
hHd that once an assembly has been constituted in accordance 
with the notification isved under section 73 o r the Repiesen'a- 
tion of Peoples Act, its dissolution could be ordered even 
before culling the meeting of the assembly. Form this he 
contends that even without calling the meeting of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, it is n reality that is really a body in 
existence and so are its members. This contention is r.ot 
correct, when an assembly is constituted, it can also lie 
dissolved but it does not mean that it is competent to sfait 
functioning. It become competent to function only at the 
time when hs first meeting is called and when Its members 
have taken the oath. 

It will also be proper to mention Article 193 of the 
Constitution. It provides that if any person aits or votes Rg, 
member of the Legislative Assembly before he has complied 
with the requirement, of Article 188, he shall be liable an 
resnect of each day on which he so sits or votes a penalty 
of Rs. 500 which is to be recovered as a debt due to the 
State. Hence the requirement is not for merely sitting in 
the Legislative Assembly. If he vo'es even as a member 
without taking oath he would be liable for the penalt/ under 
Article 193. This article does not provide that voting would 
be held only within the precincts of the house of the Legis- 
lative Assembly He. votes in the election for thte Council of 
states nffiv in his canm-itv as a member of the State 
Legislative Assembly. Thus it is clear that so long as a 
member does not take the prescribed oath under the Constitu- 
tion. he. in reality, cannot be said to he a member of the 
Legislative Assembly. Thus a nomination paper given by 
such a member should have been reiectcd as not acceptable. 
Hence, the order of the returning officer accepting the nomi- 
nation paper was invalid. 

Issue No. 5(a) The validity of the Electoral Roll has been 
challenged on behalf of the petitioner of four main grounds 

(1) the election of members of the assembly was invalid, 

(2) the names of the members should not have been included 
in this roll without taking oath, (3)_ the picparation of the 
electoral roll by Sri S. P. Singh was invalid, (4) this electoral 
roll was prepared pre-maturely and opportunity was not given 
for such member to give their option, who had been elected 

from two places. 

So far as ground No. 1 is concerned it has not been found 
correct in issue No. 6. The election of the member was valid, 

This fact under ground No. 3 is correct that the appoint- 
ment of Sri S. P. Singh as Returning Officer was invalid but 
it does ot affect the preparation of the electoral roll as there 
was not much scope for the discretion of Sri S. P. Singh 
for the names to be iccorded In this electoral roll. Here 
the names of only those persons are recorded who had been 
declared elected as members in the gazette. 


Ground No. 4 has also no importance, as no example has 
been cited on behalf of the i petitioner that there was any 
member who had been elected from two places. 

Ground No. 2 was partly coricct and partly wrong. This 
is correct, as held in issue No. 3 (a) that without taking the 
oath, the elected member cannot take part in the election 
process. Hence on the date of filing nomination papers, this 
decimal i oil was invalid as the names of members were 
recoided theic in without their til, jug oath. But on the date 
on which, poll took place, as members had taken oath, the 
electoial roll became valid at that time. This issue Is dis- 
posed of accordingly. 

Issue No. 5(b) Even this point has been disposed of under 
issue No. 3(a). 

Issue No. 5(c) It has also been contended on behalf of 
opposite parties 2 to 4 that the petitioner has no right to 
challenge the validity of doctoral roll as he had himself 
taken part on tftp same electoral roll but this contention 
is not correct. In Bar Council of Delhi Vs. Surjit Singh 
1980 (4) S.C.C.211) it has been held that merely by taking 
part in the election in accordance with the Electoral Roll, 
the petitioner could not he stopped fiom challenging the vali- 
dity of such a roil. Hence this objection of opposite parties 
is not coriect. 

I earned counsel for the opposite parties has also raised an 
objection, that the question whether the name of any person 
has been recorded in the electoral roll rightly or v/iongly. 
For they cannot be raised in an election petition. Purpose of 
the election, the electoral roll is final. The names of the 
persons who had filed a nomination paper of opposite party 
No. 1 were recorded in the electoral roll, hence they had every 
right to file a nomination paper. For this purpose he has 
relied on R. Chandran Vs. M. V. Marappon (A.I.R. 1973 
S.C. 2382) Nirependra Bahadur Singh Vs. ,T. R. Verma 
[1977(4) S.C.C. 133], Tt has been held there in that when once 
Ihe name of a person has been recorded in the Electoral Roll, 
then his qualification for taking part in an election cannot 
be questioned in an election petition This objection of the 
opposite parties is also not correct. These matters were In 
connection with an electoral roll which was prepat ed under 
the Representation of People Act, 1950. There a procedure 
has been given fop inclusion or removal of name of any 
person in the electoral roll. If no objection is filed within 
the prescribed period, the electoral roll becomes final but for 
election of the Council of States, the electoral roll is not 
prepared under the Representation of People Act. 1950. For 
this provision is made in Conduct of Flection Rules, 1961 - 
Electoral roll has been defined ; n Rule 20. According to it 
electoral rolls in relation to election by member of I caisla- 
tive Assembly means a list maintained under section 152 by 
the Returning Officer for that election, section 152 of the 
Reniesentation of People \ct 1951 provide that Returning 
Officer would maintain in his office in Ihe prescribed manner 
and from a list of elected members Here there is no provi- 
sion for filing objection against such a list before election, 
Tn ibis case the returning officer had given notice of the 
election programme on 17-6-80 wherein 24th June. 19X0 
was given as the date for filing the nomination naner. There 
is no nrovision for filing obiection against the electoral roll. 
The electoral roll was itself circulated on 19th June 19R0. 
PTonnr in case where no nrocedure has been nrescrlbefi for 
pining finality to an electoral roll for the election. there_ its* 
validity or the inclusion of any name therein can be raised 
In an election petition. 

Issue No. 2(c) : Learned counsel for the petitioner contends 
that when the appointment of opposite party No, 5 as Re- 
turning Officer is invalid the election conducted by him is 
also void. 

Learned Advocate General on behalf of the opposite parties 
says that the ground for declaring an election void have been 
given in section 100(1) of the Representation of People Act, 
1951. The above-mentioned defect can be covered under 
sub-clause (d)(iv). According to (his clause th> election can 
be declared void only when hy not following any provision, 
the result of the election has been materially affected but 
there is neither any pleading in that connection nor there 
is any evidence. There is a great difference in the votes colled 
by both, The petitioer has got only, 41, while opposite party 
No. 1 has got 325 votes 
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ceuincd. counsel lor the petitioner contends Mat Kcuun.ng 
OJUcei m me mam lunctionury ur any election. me 

piocess or eieenon take place under Ins direction and con- 
u ol and it ins appointment is invalid, a presumption can be 
laiseo. mat inis delect das maieriany attecicd tne lesuu to 
h ai council ot Delhi (.supra, i98uv+) b.C.C. 211. in this 
case the wrong preparation 01 electoial roll was held to be 
a material deiect attccimg ihe election, That jS also clear be- 
cause if the names are not pioperiy recorded in the electoral 
roll, how could there be a valid election. 

In this case there is of course, no defect like that of an 
electoral roll, but the matter is almost similar. There also 
does not appear to be any effect on the number of votes 
polled by the two candidates- -by any action of the Returning 
Officer but it could have effect cm one point which could 
change Ihe entire course of the election. Ihe Retuircng 
Officer has power to accept or reject a nomination paper. It 
was possible that another officer might have accepted the 
objection raised by the petitioner about the validty of the 
nomination paper of opposite party No. 1. The objection 
raised by the petitioner was not groundless and rather what 
he has said is being accepted by this Court. Thercfoic, there 
is force in this contention of Ihe petitioner that the appoint- 
ment of opposite party No. 5 has materially affected the 
result of the election. Hence such an election is liable to 
be set a side, 

Issue No. 3(b) : The objection raised on behalf of opposite 
parties is groundless. A principle of estoppel cannot be 
raised in such cases of election petition as held by the 
Supreme Court in Bal Council Vs. Suijlt Singh [1980 (4) 
S.C.C. 2I1J (Supra), otherwise also the principle of estoppel 
applies in these cases where opposite party No. 1 has made 
any change in his position us a result of any action of the 
petitioner. Opposite party No. 1 has not done any such 
thing. The petitioner and opposite party No. 1 both had 
filed their nomination papers independent of each other. 
Hence the petitioner cannot be stopped from raising an objec- 
tion concerning issue No, 3(a) on the ground that he was 
so nominated like opposite party No. 1 by such members who 
had not taken oath till then. Hence this issue is decided 
against opposite parties. 

Tssuo No. 4: It is true thHt the girund due to which nomi- 
nation paper of opposite party No. I has been found invalid 
also applies to the petitioner. He had also been nominated 
by such members who had not taken oath, hence his nomi- 
nation paper has also become invalid. 

l.earned counsel for opposite parties, therefore, contends 
that accordingly, the petitioner also did not remains a candi- 
date as per its definition given in section 79(b) of the Kepie- 
sentation of People Act, 1951 and, therefoie, he was not 
entitled to file this election petition under section 81. This 
contention is also not correct. Section 79 (b) defines a candi- 
date as follows ; — 

"A candidate means a person who has been or claims 
to have been duly nominated as a candidate at any 
election.” 

under section 81, an election petition may be prevented by 
any candidate at such election. Along with this the 
provisions of section 36(8) should also be seen. It provides : 

“Immediately after all the nomination papers have been 
scrutinised and decisions accepting or rejecting the 


case have been recorded, the Returning Officer shall 
prepare a list of validity nominated candidates that 
is to say, candidates whose nominations have been 
found valid, and affix it to his notice board.’ 

Hence it is clear from section 79(b) read with S. 36(8) of 
the Representation of the Tcople Act, 1951 that section 7 9(b) 
refers to only those candidates whose nomination papeis 
have been found valid. Such candidates alone can take part 
in the election. According to section 81 a candidate at such 
an election i.e. one who has taken parL in the election can 
file an election petition. This court and the Supreme Court 
have also taken the same view. This Court in Chaturbhuj 
Vs. Election Tribunal (A.l.R. 1958 Alld 809) while interpret- 
ing tho word candidate in section 79 (b) says the word ‘candi- 
date’ include” every person who has been duly nominated as 
a candidate at any election" and this expression is pride 
enough to include any candidate Who may have withdrawn 
his candidature under S. 37 of the Act. This question can be 
decided later by the Election Tribunal whether the nomination 
paper of any candidate was not validly acceptable. But the 
fact of his being a candiadte at such an election cannot be 
disputed Supreme Court in Keshao lakshman Vs. D. Deo 
Rao (ATR 1960, S.C. 131) (para 5) has said the same 
thing. 

“It i9 true, that the acceptance of a nomination paper 
after scrutiny is not final or conclusive but cuu be set a 
vide, by the Election Tribunal, but the acceptance of the 
nomination paper under S. 36(8) makes the candidate, whose 
nomination paper is accepted after scrutiny, a validly nomi- 
nated candidate at least for the pin pose of receiving nf vo'es 
at least for the purpose of further reinforced by the provi- 
sions of R 58 which provide that every ballot paper which 
is not rejected under R 57 should be deemed to bo valid 
and must be counted. The question of throwing away of 
vote, therefore, cannot arise, in tho absence of some special 
pleading that particular voter had cast their votes with 
knowledge or notice that tho candidate for whom they had 
voted was not eligible for election and that consequently 
thev had deliberately thrown away iheir votes in favour 
of the disqualified person.” 

If the contention of the learned coused for the opposite 
parties be accepted such a person would not bo in a 
position to take any action against anv election for accord- 
ing to section 329 (1>) of the Constitution no ejection could 
be called 'in question except by nn election petition. 

Hence tho petition whose nomination papers hud been accept- 
ed was entitled to file an eloction petition. The only effect 
of the nomination paper of petitioner being accepted is that 
no relief In his favour for being elected could be given. 
He has also not made such a prayer. Hence this issue is 
decided in favour of the petitioner. 

Issue No. 7 : I view of the findings given in issue No. 2(c) 
3(a) and 5, tb.e petitioner is entitled to the reilef claimed. 
Hence this is declared that the election of opposite party 
No. 1 Sri Pashu Pati Nath Shukla as member for the Council 
of Stales is void. The petitioner is entitled to get cost of ibis 
petition from opposite party No. 1, The amount of the 
costs is fixed at Rs, 500 (five hundred) only, 

MAHAV1R SINGH, I. 

[No. 92|UP|7|80(Lko)j 
O. N, NAGAR, Under Secy. 

July 10, 1981, 
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